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and that Concluſions always ſtand for no- 
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pelled to draw them, as well as the Writer. 
. ough the Trurþ of the 
Scripture-Dorine. does not at all depenc 
upon it, yet, for the ſatisfaction of ſuch. 
as are apt to pay a greater deference to Au- 
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viz. Clemens Romanus, Ignatius, Fuſtin, Ire- 

neus, Origen, Novatian and Euſebius, are 
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preſs what ſeems moreover to have been in 
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ate =" means The Perſon of the Fa. 


— God, or * Only God: G he 
could not, after baving read the Defenſe of 
the Near Faith, be 1pnorant that this w 
contrary te the Mind of the Catbolick-Fa- p mt 
ther. Now, how cc foever This 93 


Aſſertion had indeed been to the Mind ot! 


the Catholic Fathers, or of Any other i.. w_ 
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| br True; becauſe it is a Matter of Fact, 
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04 llvd rent. * be. nence-of the Father, by which 
Fe. Proem. % Ale Alone is of Himſelf 
[by Self exiftence} the True 
God; we eee that This Aſjertion it moſt 
tue. And again: We readily grant, that 
Fer this Cauſe the Father [the Father Alone, 


ſo he 4 
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ture, whatever had been the Opinion M, wo pon 
the Catbolick 
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you conceive it to be) to the Mind of 1 

Catbolick Fathers; much leſs, from the 

Defenſe i the: Nicene Faith doth it appear 

(as you ſuppoſe,) to be contrary to the _ 

of thoſe: Fathers. For however the Fathers 

after the Council of Nice expreſs them- 

i ſelves at other times, and whatever opini- 

ons they profeſs 3 yet in This Point, even 

3 They; (as well as the Antienter Writers 

bo ſpake more uniformly;) generally con- 

firm my Aſſertion in the fulleſt and c eareſt 

33 Terms that are poſſible to be uſed; As you 

may find in above 50 pallages cited in” my 
Second Part, F. g1and it; And as the Au- 

chor himſelf of the Defenſe of the Nicene 

Faith fully acknowledges, both in the Place 

J juſt now cited, and in many en * 

ſages: As, where he ſays : 

that tbe Anti ents. becauſe the | Vereres Deum barten, eb 
3 Fathers the: Orig gin, Cauſe, Sa Principium, Cauſa, Au- 
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ek innit on 1 in again; that oven 
Canſam, Auttorem Pini; . en after the 


fumq; ade) Patrem, —— Nice, make no. —_— | 
$5 130 W bad? "file che Father. rh Origit, 
lbs Cauſe, "the Author of the 
Sm; nay to call the Father therefore The 
One God. The Evidence of This whole 
matter is ſoexccedingly clear, that there is 
; by by pt pr of eee it —— oe 
7 g Anonymous Fr 
1 — i of Tertulkon,) 
- þ — br is ie in the word Fa- 
tber, ] as well as in the word Go; and 
that, when in our Prayers we ſay Our 
Father, we by thoſe words make applica- 
tion to the Son, as well as to the Father: 
Than which, nothing (I think) can be 
more 1intelligible, or can introduce a greater 
= 8 our nN W e Db. 


Peg. 323. Cn There is a hel Chapeet 5 
in Irenzus, [ lib. 3, cap. 6,] purpoſely" 10 
poem, that. Chrift is in Scripture expreſcl ly 
and abſolutely called God; and that he:1s 
the One and Only God in ; the Unity of the 
Ker s. Subſtance or Eſſence ;, and Very 
in oppeſirion to all thoſe that are ind. 
proper ly called God in the ſacred: range 

9 5 * that pleaſes to look i into Iren 


to M. N 
will very much * at your citing this 
Chap ter of his; which, inſtead of contain- 
ing ra Tou think ou find there, does on 
the contrary very clearly and fully expreſs 
the dodrine in the ſame manner as I have 
done; infomuch that there are Few more 
remarkable Teſtimonies in all Antiquity, 
the opinion of the Primitive, Church 
In, this whole matter. It is a large Chap- 
ter; and the Deſign of it throughout, is 
8 how Chriſti is truly God a and Land. 
ad yet that at the ſame time the Father 
1s trial and emphaticall the Ons and ..;- > 
4 every learned perſons peruſal : But the Lies > O_o 
7 is This. When the Scripture ſp eke 
of Falſe Gods, it always Jen ir, f 
5 aliquo additamento G. Senificatione, axed 
„e oſtenduntur non 7 an, } with the ah 0 
ion of ſome word which ſhows tlem g 7 
to be indeed No Gods ; as when it cli 
them the Gods of the Gentiles, or the likes 
But whenever it uſes the word {God. or 
Lord] abſolutely, and without any. ſuch 
n explication; then (ſays he) it 
always means a perſon who is truh and 
nul God or Lord; That is to ſay, — — 
the Father [ al dominatur omnium}] 
| who ruleth over . or the Son ¶ qui do- 
minium ACCEP IT. a Patre ſuo omnis 
cConditionis] who RECIEV ED from his 
4 Father dominion over the whole Creation: 
8 According 
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be,) PE. 110, 1, Set thou on my right band, | 
til I nate thine | £ 1 
And Gen. 19, 2 


nemies thy foot 507; 
" The Lord e 
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che Lord; that is, the Son, faith he, [not 
in his. humane Nature, but in his State 


g Texts 725 . 


Dr Clarke, 


before his Incarnation,] 
2m bis Father to judge the Sodo- 


mites, [a Patre ACCEPISS 
judicandum Sodoritas,] | Fer their wicked. 
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contends, that the word, God, 


[ Sx) im chis firſt part 


of the Text, means the Father 


as well as the Son. Letter to 
4, What! Is 


the Throne of God t be Father 


therefore for ever and ever, 
becauſe God, even His God, 


anointed him, Cc? This 
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poteſtatem ad 
neſs : And Heb. * Hu. 9, 


Thy. Throne, O Ti GC OD, t; 
for ever and ever, 


60 


os 
haſt loved righteouſneſs, —— 
75 pre 65D 5 7 EE 
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of Treneus, is plain 


Name God, boch to the Son 
who was anointed, and to the Farber who 
anointed him. The Argument therefore 
y This: The Gods of 
the Heathen are Fa iſe Gods, or no Gods at 


all : God the Father is True God or Lord, h 
| becauſe he originally Ruleth over All : The 
Son alſo is True God or Lord, becauſe he 
has Truly and Really RECI EF ED from 
bis Father Divine P ower and Dominion over 
The whole Greation. But ſtill the Father 


Alone 
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| Ouly God F. or Fry he 5 his cbr 


Argument: I. pray to Thee, O Lord, tbe 
Gad of Abraham, the Goul of Wrath BR the' 
Ga of Facob, the. ATHER of our: Lord 
| Fur clriſt; . mbo haſt m 
and Earth, nds Ruleſtover- All; 1b art 
[GSSolus & Verus Deus] the ONILT and 
the True God, above 1whom'ther 


3 God: Who [* præter dominum noſtrum Je- 
3 ſumChriſtum, dominatione a ;dominaris- 
Spiritus \Sandti,] J 'beſtdes"['t 7: thou: gover- 
| neſt byJour Lord: Feſt 1 cl. rule 

the Dominion of the Holy 85 Yo 8 Grant that 
every one that readerh. this my Book, may. 
Z [.cognoſcere Te, quia Solus Deus es J h¹⁴,˖ẽ 
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* 1 1 are 1 1 3 not to — been, | 


1 well underſtood by the Latin Tranſlacor, and ate perhaps 
corrupt: Bur however they be underſtood, they plainly re- 
fer tothe Supremacy, of the Father, with regard both to the 
; or and Holy Spirit, The later Editions of Ireneus read this 

age, per * noſtrum Jeſum Chriſtum, dominationem 
{oe onationem | Jog; dona Spiritus Sancti. But this, though 


4 b makes Senſe in it ſelf, yet does not at all ſuit the con- 
nexion of the Authors Whole Diſcourſe; Neither does the 
word quogz.come in at all better with the Bened ictines domi 


I | natianem, than with Dr Grabes donat ionem. The old Edi- 
tions, though corrupt, yet in all probability retain ſome- 
F _ that is nearer to >the Auchors true meaning 


5755 Gods. 


1 as. EO I 


N 326. ir it, you Tay, that D/ Clarke, bo had 'ſo f | 


Gals, . ae Eurtb; r 
70 Ls there is but One God, The Tabs of | 
whom are all things, and we in Him; ant 
One Lard, Jeſus Chriſt, by bom "kg 4 
things; and we by Him. Lou could not 

have {peeve a Chapter r Out of the Whole 
works of Fenæus, or ibdted out of all An- 1 

lag. cracdy more werbe to you own Gent 
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| Au bowever This 1 2 CERTAIN 


Ft 


ample a Colleftion of Teſtimonies 'concerning 1 
obo” Thinicy before rt of this Treatiſe [of FF 
By. Bulls, ] as ws 4 in 3 bab 
not made I hat ſe of the be this 
inde ntigable 15 face ColeBor- Bp. 
Bull] did; e vi ght haue been e— 
pete from Per ſon reat Character 

* a cee 5 bo world, a Dr 7 
Clarke. That I did not make the Same Uſe 1 
of my Collections, that is, did not draw from 

them the ſame Concluſions, which ſome ve- 
ry learned and judicious Men had formerly 
done; is indeed CERTAIN, but no part 
of the Queſtion between us. But, that I 
did not make That Uſe of them, which 
might reaſonably have been erpebied from 
the Character you are pleaſed with great 
Civility to beſtow upon me; this, it might 
bave been expected 4 Per en 0 "ſo, reat 2 
Charater in he learned worl - Nel- 
ſon, 


atleifiee companedy 


fon; f ſhould not tine i pA 
wed from his Prem i 


„ 2 93 20” | 1 


SY 85 2 


very Hir and Leadbmbüe Methat uf {acting 
that "ma r in à trite” I. ischt. 1 _—_ 


debt att Goh Aan right | 


 And'ifo) I 4% am wilting to e. 


Only, ſince you have . fit, as a Spe- 

cimen; to make ſome ſhort Remarks upon 

the firſt' Four of them; you will give = | 

leave briefly to oonſider thoſe Remarks. 4 
© Tb ape, Vt on ſay, is 'a 8 3 %“nß 
F Bp. Bull, upon 1 words of Origen, F 

Aae 105 Bp. tas Down (againſt Hue- =” 

rius) that Origen pale of Chriſt as an Ex- 

emplar in bis Humane Nature, and not with' 

reſpect to his Divine Nature And not the 

leaſt ward it ſaid, that can juſtly be inte. 
preved of the Son Taferiority to the Father 4 

e +ather "the contrury: For be 

there ſbæwerb, by cleur and undoubted Teſtᷣ : 

monies taten from the Book apainſt Celſus, | ] 

chat Origen did hold and teach the Son to be 

very God, Uncres ed, Immortal, W 


ſoning of yours, there is (I thin 


* 1 7 
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= | See my | 
= Scripture- darenms Origenem ibi Jaqui de Chriſto, \ 


es L 2 „ Tie legal 21 Our. 
| Senſe. Now in every part of this * — 
thing :defecive- - Fog. how many Other 
Attributes 4 and bea ONS. ſoever, rs en 
he aſeribed ys emacy. 4 6 n (which: he no | | 
re does, but Jute ener, 
10 XD weſsly: and w With great CAUTION ex. 
BY Us RI at's H affect the Que 1 
3 6. ri htte octrine. 359 
and 266. br d peg he bed el in 
Otber clear and undoubted. paſſages (Which 
yet he no where bag) aſſerted the Son to de 
Supreme as well as the Father; yet it would 
not at all follow (unleſs Origen were Þ 
Writer infallibly conſiſtent with himſelf); i 0 
that he did not interpret the particular text 
referred to, in the manner that I affirmed 
him to interpret it. And though Bp. Bull 
does indeed indeavour to ſhow, that Origen 
in the place here referred to, ſpeaks of 
Chriſt as an Exemplar in his humane Na- 


ine; yet he expreſaly acknowledges l,, 


Vine, P. renus Deus eft, ——haud minis recte.e. ratie. = 
ane Patri primas. Tribuere. potuit,] that if it 

be granted that Origen: there ſpeaks con- 
cerning Chriſt as God, yet———as. deriving 
uren tbe Fountain of The Father, he mi 5 


by rightl 5, 
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yes ß Ty ß 


Inferivrity to the Father in NA 


ry. intelligible, (whatever be the N 


Subſtance or Eſſence of either; ) and is a 
(think) that the Honour of God and the 
Whole Doctrine of Scripture obliges us to 
contend for. The Word, Nature, (as it 
7 fignifies the Nature of any Perſon, abſtradt 
from the Perſon himſelf,) ; is 2 Metaphyſical ! 
3 Term, of great Ambiguity 
and. of 180 Uſe. that I know . of in an 
Queſtion, but to introduce more Difficu 
ties by dark Expreſſions, than are. rea 
g 4 | found in the Things chemſelues... 


Tbe next Paſſage, you ſay, ef by j = 31 | 
| Clarke, i is no more 7 op sf 4” N ature 


in 15 . than i th 


- 1 
BY - | * 
1 


ri 15 * to ſenſe, ied. o_ Nele. : 
rg, to the Father "Which acknowledg- - 
ment is all that I cited him for; and there- 
fore it ought not to be ſuggeſted that Thad 
cited him unfairly. As A the diſtinction 
you allege, that gere is nat the leaſt Nord 
Ane cun juſtiy he interpreted of kbe Son 5 


but rather the contrary : I ſhall not e 
3 with you about metaphyſical Words, which 
3 fince I have conſtualy avoided becauſe of 
their Abſtra& and Am 

von ſhould not have choſen to uſe them in 
I repreſenting my Senſe... Biſhop Bull ex- 
preſsly owns the Perſon of the Son to be, in 
his Higheſt Capacity; ſubordinate to the Per- 
3 /m of T Father: Which is a * ver 


Fi 


iguous Signification, --. 


Nature 


and Obſcureneſs, 


ing 
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ing 0) ir bein that hbriſt appe aring 
ne Holy Kabel the 0¹¹ en, en 4 
ved from them divine Honours, and was uni-. 
fled to them by the not High Name of God. 1 
Mr Bull fr proverb ec. And there is no- 
thing Attic whole Mathad, nor in any particu- | 
lar Argument under it, which dorh tend in the 
leaft to favonr ſuch an Trequality" of NA 
TVR Ein Father and Son, as 15 
zn That Scheme 1 17 5 it is 3701 


pht to ſup 


| See my Port. The paſſage here referted to.” 2A 


Scripture- thoſe words of the learned Bp. Brell where 1 
144. 115. in he declares and approves the opinion of 
the Antient Fathers, that the Angel of the 

Lord ( . 30, ) which' appeared to Mo- 

ſes in the Buſh, and ſaid, I am the God of 

1) erbe, was the Son appearitio in his 

Fathers Name. "Now ffince: the Scripture 
every where repreſents the Father, as ab- 
ſolutely Þvi/ible ; and thoſe Antient Wri- 

ters, Whose Opinions Bp Bull cites and ap- 
proves, always ſuppoſe it impious to im- 
A 185 that the Supreme God and Futber of || 
Il ever appeared vifibly in bis omn Perſon, 
the Inference I deſigned ſhould be drawn 
ftom hence, is, that the Perſon of the Son | 

18 Subordinate to the Perſbn of the Father, | 
whoſe Angel or Meſſenger he is, and in 
whole Name and by whoſe Miſſn on he p- 
pPears. All this, the learned Bp. makes 
no ſtcruple to grant; and therefore was 

: 3 wilrepreſentation of his words, "16 cite 


them 
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8 TI K 5 de tho Seripture no Where gee he; 
mentions it, ſo neither have 7 any where low, the 
dran any conſequence at all concerning Note on 


Gal. 4, 8. 


it. And hat Notion the learned ack yy 
17 of chat matter, was not my buſine 


to inquire; ſince my Scheme was entire, 
wirhout "entring: into that metaphyſi ical 
et and, whatever was his Notion in 
reſpects, yet That which I cited him as 

grate 3 n+" org intend to grant. 


The Third you lay, 15 certainly pag. 331. | 
no betray appli $1 Beg prmer ; the De- | 


} Hen of abt abe Chapter) From whence it 


iT taken, bein, 


to anſwer 4 princi; ipal” 4 
had even ſbocked } Bull 
706 for 4 good | while, that mary infer 

rence in 1000 Abi nature of the Son 


J from that of the Parber, the one Manifeſt- 


able; the other Not manifeftable.” To which 

1 anſwer | as before: whatever was the De- 
ſign of the whole Chapter, yet the Paſſage 
6ired by me is neither miſrepreſented nor See my 


JI wmiſappliel, becauſe the Author in That mee 


paſſage expreſsly intended to you, what pag. 118. 
. Leite him as granting. 
9 4 "Fourth paſſage, [which i is as el 

od Origenes" in loco cit ato dicit, 
tows etiam qu Deus eſt, hoc eft, Deus ex 
2 Deo, Patre minorem e, — plane Cat ho- 


, Bee ; "args, etiam . ene Poſt 
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Nine gs 8 hens acerrimi | 
© oftendemure | 


impiggnanunt, -defenſum = 
„ What Origen affirms in tlie place 


"ut: +4 before-cited, vi. that the Son, even as. f 
he is God, (that is, God S | 


4 of 6 G. 
than ug? ned is 


| & rn wed; even by | the Farhets: After 
the Council of Nice, who moſt ſtrongly 
„ oppoſed the Arian Hereſy * io Bp. Hulle 
. Defenſe of” the Nicen 
9, F 12 4 This Fourth paſſage, N lay, 
*  fremeth indeed to be very mch ta the. Fur 
poſe; and every one that readi it as it is 


cited, and will not be at the pains'to "conſulr ö 


tithes what: follows" it, or what it there 


diſtindih referred to, may. be eafily led ro 


think; that our Author Bp. Bull} 2% not 
a Defender, but an Underminer of the. Ni- 
.cene Faith, by maintaining the Son, Son, even 
AS HE IS GOD, te be LESS than. the 
Father : Which though it he moſt true-in a 
certain ſenſe which He bath explained, in 
confbrmity ro Primitive Teſtimonies, and ro 


** the Confe effion of the Council of Nice itſelf, [ 
44 He is. God of God; yet is both diame- Þ} 


trically oppoſite to hit 9 5 Meaning, and 


to what. he defended. for the we hy © Fairb | 
vit h ſo. much. frength, thereby it be un- 
Aderſtod that there. is Greater and Leſs in 


the divine Nature and Essence. What the 
a" is of Greater and L 


e Faith, Scl. 155 chep -| 
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ns; which have no real 5 
Exiſtence, ſuch as are Nature and Eſſence, 
_ 1 confeſs I underſtand not. But that the 
Son, the Intelligent Agent or Perſon him 
ſelf, is in his Higheſt Capacity Subordinate 
to the Perſon of the Father; this the learn %e my 
ed Biſhop does, in the paſſage now cited, ee, 
moſt expreſsly grant; and nothing that he „ 16K 
has ſaid concerning the ob ſcurer Notions of 
Nature and Eſſence, in the Other parts of 5 
u Book to which both Vou and the Au- 
thor himſelf refers us, does in any wile 
_ --voke ſo plain and intelligible a Concſſion. 
All the reſt of the paſſages which I cited + 
out of this Learned Writer, you leave to q 
the Judgment of the Reader, without ma- — 
1 king g any further Remarks upon them: Ani E 
og alſo am willing there to leave them: 
LE fully perſwaded, that any careful 
and een Reader, who ſhall give him- 
Jef the Trouble to compare them, will 
find J have nowhere miſrepreſented the 
Senſe of the Author: All the Citations be- 
ing ſo many plain Conceſfions, which gͥůe 
aaa intended to make in the manner! 
have repreſented them; though he did not 
indeed always draw ſuch Inferences from 
Ftkem, as I think follow by juſt and neceſ- 
| nh Argumentation. And the like is to 
e underſtood of my Citations out of the 
er Fathers, and out of ſuch other Wri- 
| as were not of che fame opinii 1 with 

B 3 me. 
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| whichit is füll always to be remembred, 


| 1 that not the uncertain Opinions of fallible q 
; Men, but the Authorit y of inſf ire 
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ture only, is the Rule by which our 1 adg 


IN 3 8 . n to . Bock en- + | 


titled, The Seripture-datiri ne of the moſt 


 boly and undivided Trinity; Your defiring | | 
ink this whole matter may Nos ſifted into ac- 1 


cording as it deſerves, and the Evidence of 
Truth may determine it for the | rongeſt { fide; | 
Your f acknowledging, that re the Go- | 


5 ſpel and to the Teftimimy the Appeal is mads, 


und there let it be eee and that A 
muſt commend the Deſign of tracing the Ori- 


| Finals, of our moſt holy Faith with Candour | 


* h f * 
* * 
8 : n : 7 Pag. ; * 
We : £ 
ry 7 


55 Pag. 22. 


e the whole Scripture, and by taking 
"008 aa er ent teith itf 


and Inpartiality, en of moſt friftly Lerne 


0 the ſincere Revelttion of Divine Truth : 


we wa (avoid. 
our, we are ob- 


Your profeſling, that 7 
running into Hereſy and 


he. # have recourſe to the Rule itſelf, and 


iſo: ro rute in the beſt Helps for the wnder- 1 
ee this dl? Your full agreeing, | 
23 this Matter ought to be examined | 
thironghly on all fides, by a a ſerious 
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© Plaining it, in 4 great number off particuler. 


Whole be are of yo written with an .exoel- 1 


and gins under Proper bead heads E Tex D 
5 93 z and then Sy up 2 
Scheme: of the Whole, and reducing and ex- 


and diſtinc Propoſitions : Your declaring, 


that there is no ſufficient Reaſon in your: pak. 23. 
3 Opinion, for any Learned Perſon who may 


n me urn to treat me angrily and 

; Fopery; as if we were not to 
Underſtandings in Matters of 
Fon guage" in other Matters; but. 
muſt always plead for what Notions happen 
at any time to prevail, mr ee. 
Therefore true becauſe they prevail : | 
your wiſhing that the Spirit of Melneſt Page a6. 
and Chriſtianity did more uniuerſully i 
ence the Management of all our Diſputes both 
Religious and Civil: In all theſe Inſtances, ! 
Your Fairneſs and Fuſtice can never ſuffici- 

ently be commended ; And the Perſonal 


 Eftcem you ave pleaſed to expreſs. for Me, e 
is more ee -Derns 


ps. will. by ſome k 


your — — 


irit, yet there are ſome p 


whims] cannot but differ _— ou in 
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nor or fake i it at allamiſs, if I freely 
EN LNOU: | | 


2 the fiſt 3 a mention n you aids: 
of drawing in Authors and Authorities to 
| ſpeak that which me are certain enough they 
could never mean, ſeems to refer tothe Ob- 
jection you had before made, in the Lie 


, Biſhop Bull, concernin ne my manner of 


uoting Him and other Writers. To which 
bjection I have already anſwered at large 


See MER above; vi. that ſuch Condeſſions, as any 


pas: 4 


| Pag. . 


Writer i is by the Weight of Truth obliged 
and does expreſsly mean to grant, however 
he may not perhaps mean to draw the ſame 
Inferences from them as I do; ſuch Con 
+ far from being unfair Citations; abe 
of all others the moſi pertinent Taten „ 
that can be alleged in eme i —_ ee f 
tion whatſoever. 8 e \ 


The ane you give ache / ns | N 
whoſe Book you publiſh; vis. that be has. © 
applied the Rules of Criticiſm not Againſt 


1 2 * the Faith, 2 a "che: Cerbolck 


Church is in Poſſe 777 on; ſeems not altogeth 

agreeable to that exact Impartiality, Eads 
you-expreſs in many other parts of your 
Letter. For the thing you here commend 
him for, is his contending for an Opinion 
upon account of its being (or being vulgar» F 


1 * ſuppoſed to be) a Common one. (Which 


: "Argument, 


4 


3 4 


rain mat parts 
of the Church of Nome with the greateſt” 
Advantage, who allow None to be Mem- 


moreover mentioned ſome Texts ſeemin 
- againſt me, (ſuch as Luke 1; 16, __ 
- . rine, pag. 84; which 1 cou 
not find that the Writers on the other ſide 
of the 1 had n aol hp notice n 8 175 


N 


bers of the Catholic Church but Them 


ſelves.) Whereas a good Writer ought not 
to intend beforehand to apply the Rules of 


Criticiſm for or againſt any thing; but to 
find, by uſing the right Rules of Criticiſm 


in underſtanding the Scripture, what Do- 
FErine is true or falſe,” and 1 
3 what: opinions he ought to declare for or 


againſt, \ How far I myſelf oblerved this 
Rule, the candid Reader will judge, by 


| obſerving that I not only 8 none of 


the Texts which Others had alleged, hut 
*. 


1d 


Themſe Ives. 


1 


There are, hp you 425 oy 105 Adi | — ber rey . 
Tuts, upon which t ae ſtreſs of De 


” Clarke's Theory depends, that are here exa- 
3 riined, What Advantage your learned | 


Friend can make of theſe Forty Texts, will 


appear in the Sequel. But had he been 


able to prove ever ſo ſtrongly, that the 


Truth of my Theory did not at all follow 


__ __ * Texts , yet it would have 
n availed 
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ſides; theſe, 300 other Texts, of : 


which he takes not tho leaſt Notice, in | 


— ne 8 — 19, ) 8 as 
the Wounds which pee 's Book may 


baue given his Mother, the Churob, (which 


has been ſo Kind to him, pag. 95 is alſo 


what-I cannot perfectly recbncile with the 
other par 


s of your Letter. The Aindneſs . 
which has been fhown to me both in other 
reſpeds, and in That likewiſe which I gueſs 
you nad! in your Thoughts, I acknowledge ' 
moſt. readily with all gratefulneſs: And 
God forbid that I ſhould ever, ſo, much as 
by Accident, much leſs by Deſign, give 
any Wound to the Church: For Wo be to 
him, by whom (even though it be but 
through Careleſeneſs only,) any Offence 
cometh. But ſince you with all fairneſs ac- 
knowledge, and the Church irſelF conſtantly 
declares, that to the Goſpel and to the Tuſti- 
mony the Appeal mnſt always be made; that 
is, that the Scripture is the only Rule of 
Truth in Matters of Revelation ; I cannot 
imagine upon what ground you can — 
2 carẽful Examination into the Whole Do- 
ctrine of _— Kn with N 

le 
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is gi giving Wome: 10 the | 
- 4.4 ſeeme to Me 
ue Ay —— Cenen for Ther Church, 
which is to be glorious, not baving ſpot or 
wrinkle or any ſuch thing, but boly and 
1 blemiſh-;, and one of the Belt Me- 
thods, if not the Only effectual one, f 
beating, rather than in! „the Wounds 
babe wh ble. Church; that every one con- 
tribute, 3 wot as in 3 towards 
mak ri s m reality 
and in Efe, —_— on Profeſſion, the 1 
only Standard. of Faith and Praffiſe, nd 
| tha all Opinions, and Explications of opi- I 
nions, be Perpetually compared' with and 
tried by That e d Rule. OD which 
urpoſe you yourſelf have excellent] 
72 in ſome N of Biſhop Bully 3 


* will give. me. leave from à Paſſ 
+ I meet with in your Letter 2 little pag. 24. 
lower, to obſerve how ſtrange and unac- 
countable an Influence the Uſe of Meta- 

phyſical and Scholaſtick Terms ſometimes 
has upon the Underſtandings even of Wiſe 
Fe W Dine Oe Y 8) 

ather, Son, an Gboſt, IN I | 
18157 OF THE DIVINE. ES 
n CE, is tumgit us, our 
excellent Church _ $i 5 . 
Th wien Acte, COP is The a Faith both 


'of — a e Papi, or the Commoy 
Salvation as delivered in all the Oburches : 
" Reformed and Unreformed. A Notion ex- 
_ preſſed with fuch Solemnity as This, is 
what an ignorant and unprejudiced perſon, | 
hearing it thus delivered, would immedi- | 
ately expect to find in every page of his 
Bible, and of all Antient Chriſtian Au- 
thors, and in every part of the Forms no 
uſed in the Church: Whereas, in _ Trad, {| 
both , the word [Eſſence] i ſelf, and the | 
Phraſe [in the Unity of the Divine Eſſence, 
are merel Scholallick and Metaphyſical 
Terms, of very uncertain Signification, (as 
any one will find, when he indeavours to 
declare what he means by them ;) not Once 


found 1 in the whole New Teſtament, nor 


in the Orthodox Fathers of the Firſt Ages, | 
nor in = part of the Articles or Liturgy | 


= the Church of England, which are its 


oft publick and authentick Ace. Now of 


What Uſe can the introducing ſuch new 


| Terms be? For either they have no deter- 


minate Signification at all: Or elſe they 


are intended to expreſs the ſame Doctrine, 
ke rs is taught in Scripture ; And then, 


why could not That Doctrine have been as 
well and better expreſt by you in thoſe 


Le words, which the Wiſdom of 
thought moſt proper to expreſs it in Or 
elſe, laſtly, they expreſs ſomething diffe- 
r is taught in Scripture; 8 . 
then 


rent from wh 


8 2 N 
A 


R 
r 
r 


then they ate very bad and * erous ex- 
preſſions indeed. Concerning T is matter 
alſo, you yourſelf have diſcourſed moſt ex- 
cellently, in your'Life of Biſhop Bull; and 
ſhown with all Strength and Clearnels _ 
miſchief of ſuch Scholaftick and Syftematical Th 
Terms, in the paſſages referred to in the 
Concluſion of Fay: ann to Dr Wells. : 5 


JEL 


| 2 the paſſigs next Ke in | Four „ 
Letter, I cannot but obſerve, that by your .. ... 
3 changing your Expreſſion in one and the p. 5 
fame Sentence, you nale drop, the 
whole Force of the Argument you intended 

to make uſe of. For When you ſay, many 
Learned and Good Men apprehend me, Not 
to have repre ſented the True Seripture- do- 
Erxine of the Trinity, but to have 3 
in ite room another of my own, A ainſt— 
IC 
1 28 gument required you to ſay; But i 
1 fiead of That, you only ſay) Again 

Due Apoſtolicol TRADITION. SF 
Doctrine, and the CO MMO N INTER. 
PRE TATION. of the Scriptures through- 
.Y out all the Ages of the Church. 7 Chriſt. 

4 4 ow, againſt Tradition, and againſt com- 
YT on Imerpretation, 18 againſt nobody: can 

. tall what. | For, other Apoſtolical Tradition, 
chan what is delivered in Scripture, there 
1 bes None to be found that can at all be de- 
bended 01 0p: Interpretation 
1 


n 


ſignißes as many di erent ae as 
there are or ever have been different 
Churches in the World. As' 3 


r 


at large in wy Leter to Dr HH.. 


1 * 


Tue iet c you: (ti; bor 
well how to write with' the greateſt Tem- 


per yourſelf) are willing to make for Otherr 
who int without T hat Spirit of Meekneſs 


and Obriſtianity, is à very charitable one; 

pag. 24, VIS. that they think hey! beach : the Abo- 
25 20. Holical Inj ion of Comrending Earneſth 
for the aal But This, though it. Will 

indeed excuſe mich Zed, yet it will not 

excuſe Wrath and U. nebarit, tablon⸗ ſo,” For, 

the Wrath of Man worketh not the "Rightt- 


5 0 


Gad. And, as far as IL have been 
able to obſerve, thoſe perſons have always 
been in proportion moſt bor am ung 
whoſe Doctrine has been len, Age 
_ Scripture, and who have been much leſs 
concerned for the Do&#rine delivered TO, 
than for That which (as you well obſerve, 
Pag. 24,) was delivered BY che Seine, 
that is, by thoſe Writers den ud ory 
"they happened moſt to 18705 " 


* 


— y 


But the moſt imporunt Obedkie 1 
our whole Letter, is That Aich Feldene. 
7 1. Too many," you fay, think themſelves able to 
* overturn Any Foundations what ſoover, . 
eb ⸗ 4 Method, , as" D- Clarke proßoſer, be 


allowable, 


2 
— 
4 9 
"il 
- 5p 
I, 


On 8 py 2 7 7 
* F127222ͤĩt̃ JT. 
4 e 3 2 8 05 OI IS 22 
98 ( . . r 3 
22 e 1 oxy 7 3 bc f 


= 


RY 4075 and Deedi of That Church ig pm 
nity whereof we are Members,” and to ſubſti- 
3 ture what they pleaſe in their Room That | 
from a | Method of Ibis Nature, we are pag. 15. 


ons both Sacred and CIVIL : That's 


9 1 wirb oo 4 To 


threatned with the overturning of - F maati- 


Fudge and Others learned in the Law, ſpall 
fallow the ſame Method of interpreting the 
Latest of the Land, and accommodating rhe 
CIVIL Oaths an "Engagements, as Dr 


Clarke Hus taken” in interpreting Writs Ae 
commodating the Senſe of the CHURCH, 
in ber moſt authentick Forms and Dec lara th 


ons before God and Man, and of the Vens- 
able Fathers of the Catbolick Church; there 
are Many of the Opinion, that every thin 
might be eaſily leaped over, and that no Eſta- 
bliſhment could be ſb ſtrong as to laft long : 


And, Who knows read Fs bis Religion, pa „22. 


E or Property may be, if ſuch a 50% 
titude of den pat | be defenſible ? Jam 
ſure I have repreſented this Objection wb 
yours, in its full force. The Rogier will 


3 obſerve, that tis an Objection ad hominem 
only, and nothing at all to the Merits of 
1 8 1 queſtion concerning the Truth or Erro- 


ouſneſs of any Opinion or Doctrine. Ne- 


3 vat eleſs, becauſe tis indeed a ver 4 
portant Gb ection ad hominem, 1 Wil 
dieavour te An, myſelf: ; very alta 


to W upon it. With r Pr to 1 


8 the page 21. 
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SA 
matters > are in cheip. own Nature 
indifferent, there is lodged in every C IF 

vernment a Legi, ative Power, which makes 3 
what Laws it thinks fit, and may in things 

which are the proper Subject of Civil 5 
tthority either eſtabliſh . one thing by Law, * | 
2+ a — thing quite different from it: 
And the Sub ject: ſhall. equally. be bound 1 in 9 
eit her Caſe, becauſe in ſuch Inſtances no 


Superiaur Authority, hath re quired him to 
act otherwiſe: Nor can there, in this Caſe, 
be any other Rule, by which to interpret 
the Law ʒ but only: y diſcovering, from 
the obvious Signification of the words, 
what was in the Whole the Real Senſe. 2 
Intent of the Legiſlators. But now in Ec 
cleſiaſtical matters, (excepting Rites ane 
Ceremonies, Which are of à Ciuil nature) 
2 Caſe is very different. The Church, in 
matters of Doctrine, has no Legiſlative Pow- | | 
er he Proteſtant Church pretends to no 
Article 20. ſuch Power; but only to be 2 Witneſs. = 
4 Keeper of Hoh Mrit. Chriſt and his A- 
poſtles have 3 and unalterably eſtz- 
liſhed That whole Doctrine, which is to 
be, in Matters of Revelation, the Rule of | 3 
our Faith: And to this Rule no humane 3 
Power can add any thing, nor diminiſh from | 2 
it: For he that — any Other Goſpel, 
is accurſed, Gal. 1, 9. Particular Churches 7 
require Mens Aſent to, and Uſe. of, certain 
ef, words; ; not as the Ru 15 their Þ 
PO Faith, 


N N g Forms there be (as there generally are) 


4 Farb. pus 28 prudential 7 = 
mity, and of preventing Diſorder and C of. 
Jon among themſelves. And when in ſuch 


Expreſſions which at firſt fight look diffe- 
I refit ws „(as Thave ſhown, there are more 
2 Expreſſions in the Liturgy of the Church 


muſt allowed to interpret what is obſcure, 


2 by that which ſeems to them more plain 
end ſcriptural. Every Man that (for the 


= fake of Peace and Order) 2 ent, to, or makes 
uſe of, any ſuch Forms of Humane Ap- 
2 pointment ;- is obliged to reconcile th em 


with what appears to Him to be the 


tine of Scripture, and take care to under- 
E ſtand them in fuch a Senſe only, as is con- 


| ſiſtent with That Doctrine: Otherwiſe he 


J . Civil and political Religion. It becomes a 
1 ſincere Man, (eſ 9 if he varies from 


IF "Notions commonly eceived,) to Declare' 


3 en in what ' Senſe he underſtands any 
Words of humane Inſtitution ; that his In- 
3 Ferwours and Equals may not be impoſed 


upon by him, and that his Superiours ma) 


judge of ſuch Declaration. That the Senſe 

in which any Human Forms appear t 4 
Mans ſelf to be conſiſtent with Scripture, 
I and Hot the * Meaning of rhe Com- 
. Kb "PO 


. | of "England expreſs ly for me. in the preſent. 
3 Controverſy, than there are which ſeem to 
be againſt me Pp it cannot be, but Men 


/ 


1 | parts with his Chriſtianity, for the fake of | | 


V aeg, 


his underſtanding them; is both evident in 
Reaſon, 8 e otherwiſe, every Humane 


"I 
9 
AJ 
2 
1 
LR 
By 


Goverment, makes. 2 new. Rule of Fait b „* bs | 


and is moreover by All Proteflants agree ed. 


4 on without controverſy. in Practiſe. For, 3 
e 


Ar cle in the Apoſtles Creed N 
Deſcent into Hell, is now univerſal- 
1 Fa in a Senſe probably different 5 

om what the Compoſers A the Creed 1 in- 
tended, And. the damnatory 


E Gr in that Senſe, Ta in all; ro- 
bability the Compiler of it in that very 5 ; 
and ignorant Age deſigned to expreſs. And 
the Proceſſion of the Holy Gho#, ſet forth! in 
the e and, Arran! Creeds 1 . one 


7 Sin, are at this Are _ r all eminent 
Divines (after the example of Arch-l 
Laud, and of the Learned Biſhop. 
whom you e have excellently. vin-- 
dicated,) unde We Gs 
is no appearance the , Compoſers of the 
RXX1 "Anicles 9. — to 5 and 
57 en rhere is all appearang an 


Jauſes in oh 1 


3 
_ "> 
3 


B 1 


9 7 
IF og 

1 

KC 4. 

1 . 
"= 
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1 ſers of ihe Homilies mme ſhould not be 


7 tber > E & toi 73 Mee, fo the Coun- 
1 cil of Nice explained themſelves, though 
1 thoſe words are now left out of the Creed; 


e S 


5 388: That Article in the Nicene 
» Subſtance with the Father. 1 


through the Ambiguity of the La- 
ng % Tranſlation,) by moſt Men 
ſe," than the Council in- 


F tended it: For the greater part of Modern = 
N Chriſtians, (if we may 3 y the Writings 
I &: 


Divines,) underſtand it (as if it 


| had been bol.) to ſignify, of. one 
| | 1 INDIVIDUAL Subſtance pen fi the Fa- 
tber; Whereas all learned Men know, that 
the Greek word * [5uotnG] never had ++ Sec 
any ſuch Signification, and that the Coun- ©dworths 


IntelleFu-- 


cil I meant no ſuch thing; but, of the al. Soles... 


ſame KIND of” Subſtance with the Fa- 224 = Þ 


The Son was, they ſaid, garnSes en F |, 
1155 rug Gu & 201 14 es. begotten of 


| | the Father, that is, from the Subſtance of 
Þ the Father : And therefore was not (which 
2 Notion! was then univerſally condemned) 
# himſelf That individual Subſtance from which _ 
he was begotten. But their meaning was; 
he was produced, not from any Other Sub- 
ſtance, (as Man was formed from the Duſt 
of the Earth,) but, after an ineffable man- 
. 4 ner, from the Subſtance of the Father only. 
1 y Which Senſe of 1 is Now generally mi- 
} len. J ſee no poſible Remedy for Theſe 


” ba | 


Incon- 


hb. ER 


26 


| 


A Commintaty * 


Tnconveniencies, but either plainly to declare 
(as the Church of Rome declares againſt the 
Beginners of the Reformation,) | Humane 
Forms of” ſpeaking to be abſolately a Rule 

of Faith and Opinion, (which is indeed the 

ame with Mr Hobbs's Scheme of profeſſedly 
abel all Religion ;) or elſe, on the 
contrary, to indeavour perpetually by all 
_ Juſt and reaſonable means, to bring back 
words of obſcure arid uncertain Significati- 


on, to the more pla in and intelligi le Rule 
| of Scripture : Which is Holding Ja 5 921 © 
4 Form Tr 2 Words, 2 . . we E 


Wi 48 
9 12 5 
2 % + a 7 
B ar FS Wye —— 


- * 4 . a 


"Pigcred now to tte Colfdlerindin Us our © 
J Anonymous Friend's Book; which cohfilt- -Þ 


ing of Forty ſelect Texts, 1 ſhall conſider 1 
thoſe Forty Texts in the Kune Order that 
He has done, after T:have premiſed the two 14 


following general C Obſervations... ' | 
Firſt, Tobferve, (as before,) that if thoſe 1 
Forty Texts could have been accommodated F_ 


to His Notion, as I think. not one of them 


can; yet it would: not at all have followed 
that That Notion was right; becauſe! 


have alleged more than three Hundred other 


Texts, beſides thoſe Forty, which do all 
them clearly expreſs the contrary. Now: 1 FH 
it __ you a * been obſerved, | 


8 
Des 


"0 (0 T9 AF OW YI 
wa 2 22 — 5 PE. 7 E 
Ee ar ot areas 5 
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pick out ſome ſingle Texts, Which, 


IF 5 </ taken by themſelves, ſhall ſeem to N 1 
9 But the Me- A” 2M 
Y thed 25 1 was to: | fe PO 1n-Q _ Vi lew 


in Favour of That Opinion. 


any thing. 
Seconaiy ;; 8 01 YR itt 1 thoſe? 


Y Texts which he: does allege, he does not ſo 


much as attempt to Prove his Notion to be 


true ʒ but only indeavours to reconcile the 
4 5 he alleges, to the Notion or Su 
which he had before laid down in 
| ee 


ben Gothing, 
Notion or Suppoſitian' is, whichithe intends? 
to eſtabliſh; is very hard to gueſs. For 
IF ſometimes; he affir ms tlie Perſon F che Sbn 14. 5K 

to act ſubordinately to the Perſon of the Flas 


1 


7798 tion 


„could really! be reconciled, as very 
Y of them cannot 3 yet ſtill here would: 
proved. Beſides: What That 


2 4 3 1 ther, 


3 " Tow" karned Friend = 
not den That Method; And therefore. 
had there been more Texts. alleged, and 3 

more favourable: to him, than Any of them 
9 "Mp are; yet his would not have Proved': 


S that Men of All Sects anitOpiniohs whats. 
ever, are apt to plead Scripture in their own” 
Defenſe. The true Meaning of which obſer- 

9 ray" is, that Men of almoſt Any Opinion * 


is own? 
To which, if A the Texts he al- 4 
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4 trüben and Nase him to be 3 
Tag. 64. which (he ſays). would be falling into 82. 
pag. 74. belliani ſin: Ar other times he 1 the Fa- 
ther and the Son are ons and the ſame indi- 
vidual Being, or two perſons in one and che 

ſame individual Being: And at another time 

he makes them All one. and the ſame Perſon, 


ak. 


1 Fe 14-2 


Ih ROUGH him as HE is Son, T0 bike 
as HE is the Holy Gho#,” All which No- 
tions are i with, and contradiqo- - 
ry to, each other. For if they be All on- 
and the ſame individual Being, ao Gan ane 

and the fame individual Being be 


be alſo himſelf both Son and Hoh Gb 
then it will follow, that there is 20 dibine 
Nature of Chriſt at all. bur that Chriff was 
only a great Prophet, in whom Go the. 
Father manifeſted himſelf extraurdinarily; 
Which is downright Socifnianiſm. So that 
indeed it is impoſſihle your Friend's: Argu- 
ments ſhould. be conclufive to prove any, 
thing, when he does not ſo much as know 
diſtinctly what tis he antends to prove. 


ate a Myſtery + For the mo#f evident C. 
— are not a whit more ye 


than the Las rien Tru 


F * 5 5 3 : 5 5 
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p45. 28 When he ſays, O F him as HE i Tale, 


nate to itlelf? And if HE who is Ezeber,' 11 


Neither can he allege; that thele Thins! 


0 3 No 5 


448+ 


word, One, according 
the Greek and 2 1 32 
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_ Laftly, Ws the fame wer in Mar. 
ai a1 are tranſated, "arg 
65 on 


have. « 


"alone. 


——— boo Ts 


— 


—— — 
- 


7 51 ITY 


* ? 
os He FR 2 © 
| ti ++ 
4 


1 


* 
. * : 3 


e 8 TY 11 


rghq IE 
| «7 


CY 
. 


an End to, as He'conceiyes : For, Ks! L 
cluſion runs much faſter than his e ſes. 
And were dt ever ſo true, that mag. word 
[5 ;] could juſtly be rendred, One B eing.; 
it would ſtill amount to the e ing: 
For One Being, when ſpoken. of an Intellj- 
gent Agent, is the v = ſame as One Perſon, 


Neither is there in Nature any other No- 
tion of a Berſon, than as it ſignifieg an In- 
telligent Agent or Intelligent Being: When⸗ 
ever the word is uſed otherwiſe, no Man 
can tell what it fignifies : And: of What 
le are Words, when they-have'no, Signifi- 
»cation-2/ Could therefore the word: 1 
poſſibly kavs been rendred, as your Fric 
cg have it, Ons Being; it rouid have 
availed him nothing, e, any thing 
had affirmed. But that it „ 
+bly.. be 10 rendred * 1:ftilh alurm 
I am willing to put 511 "This . 
there be A 


and ay ifſue : If 


GGW 


* 


a 
ap 9 
— 


W 


15 | 


L 5 d World, * eee or inaccurate, 


wid 


wherein the -ord [eas Uns,] or any other 


maſcul ine Adjective, placed abſolutely wath- 
out any. antecedent 


ubſtantive, (as 2&5 
and &« are placed in this Text,) can. po- 
_Gibly ſignify either Thing'or Being, or any 


1 Thing elle beſides Perſon; 5„ Iwill acknow- | 


ledge my Euplication of This Text to be 
erroneois. Your Friend might as well 
have affirmed that, in Engliſh, the word, 
Nan, ſignifies a Houſe' or a Ship; or that 


Any other word ſignifies any ot her thing What- 5 
ſoever gz 33 as that the word, -| as, Unus/].can 


ſignify Thing or Bein _ Tis certain that 
Arguments run very low indeed, hen all 


Grammar 18 forced to be reverſed in ſucha 


manner, as: would make every Language a 


. mere: Babel of words, without Any deter- 


mina e Signification.- By Grammar. I mean, 
not only the artific 


of Mankind. As, when in Engliſh we uſe 
the word, He; tis impoſſible to mean 
thereby a Thi 


enn fignify nothing but Perſans; ac GG, 
- nothing but Things. i, When the 'Platoviſts 
pee hf Gad, conſidered merely as the Seh 
euviſlent Being, abſtract from the conſideri- 
tion of Life, Action, and Government; 


be then call him / 8% The: Boing - Bur 


Builds 5 ä 


dial Rules of 3 
rians, but the co mmon and natural Senſe 


ing or a Being 1 111 general, but 
only an Intelligent Agent or Being; chat is, 
-a Perſon. Thus likewiſe in Greek, 6. bens, 


; ; f 3 as 6 - re ; WW 
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when it is, 4%, He-rhar/ exiſte, it then 


ſon.” A id the e —— holds uni- 
verſally true in alf caſes, withour! , 
tion: Cons tf nt: 2 


„ th 7 „ 
4 


7 ö 8 1 388 Ss 


$A ws; 


But the word: Fa 4 One, may” in this 


Text (he fays ) be Maſculine, by reaſon of 
its relation to God, [Sei.] N anſwer; 
This cannot poſſibly be, becauſe Then 


ſame being to be ſaid of dFa alfo,) the Tull 


conſtruction would be, There 1s None Gooa 
Cech eis d 9. , there is no God Good, oe 
One God, That i is God Whereas the N 
conftrudtion i Is, e is 10 14 Good, h hut 


| ana Thar art uf moms 
Moral, but that which is Narural or Mera- 
phyſical he muſt have expreſſed" it thus, 
1 ede « 'Þ eee ink Ives + : in ie man 


E 


Timm, 
an, or, wed Stn 9 Mankind.” rt "Had he 


_ taid, bes Frag CE Ko 45 s Kr | 1 N + | 


Nemo -r Dogg Homo 3. 
T4 No Perſon] is re If | 


8 ; dhe Expreſſion 


x J 3 r 


e 


. 


r 


1 
3 


u 


| the word, Perſon, is always expreſt both 1 in 


| ive, and by It 
1 other word either in 7 or Latin, 


| Perſona, and wermmy, and dm, are all 


0 | 

| abſurd: Wh 
manners of | 
confounded. 
| Sentences, may een * r be 
2 of the ſame import; gb There is) 
No Being Good, but One, that's: God; or, 
| There is No Perſon Good, bur One, TY 
| God ;) yet the ſame Words. that ex preſs 
One of theſe S ntences, cannot ebe ex- 
preis the Other. F ny 

Ves; the word Fae, Uns, OJ is no 
leſs fitted (be ſays to repreſent Being, than 
| Perſon ; becauſe Neither of them are Maſe 
culine. But This is à great miſtake: Fog 


Greek and Latin the Maſculine ng. 


there being no 


of them words of a quite different Senſe, 
and never uſed! 3 any good Author ( mW 
Be in ver re ee in 


We © 4 
Py . 


. FTE © — [63 ba 0 At hes 
rage) for One Thing, 28, Te are 


* 


| Gal. 3, 
bf One [a] in.\Chritt © Fefe 1% Not one 


i: Per, on, for That &f be Jays 9 is ee 5 


£ hut, One Tbing ds ae 10 ene 

ſpeaking, the whole Number of Chriſt's 
Diſciples: can no more properly be called 
One Thing," than One Perſon; and figura- 
tvely ſpeaking, they may as well be called 

One Perſon, as One Thing. And that 8. 

Paul does i in this place intend. to call thjie Y 
Church, in ſuch a. figurative manner of 

ſpeaking," One Perſon; "(beſides that tale 
word, &:, neceffirily rs ſignifies). will ap- 

pear from the following confiderations.- In 

the whole New Teſtament it is very uſual | 

to compare the Chriſtian Church to a Body, 
whereof Chriſt is the Head; and particular 
Chriſtians (ſaith the A poſtle) are 5 5 
of his Body, of his 55 and f hit Bonet, | 
Eph. 5, 30. In purſuance of which ele- 

gant Similitude, the Church is often repre- 
{ented under the Notion of a Perſon, un- 
der the Character of the Spouſe: OT Chriſt: 1 
2 Cor,” Ia, F. have: eſpouſed you 1 one 3 
Husband, that I may: preſent voi. a chaſte 

 Fargin | upitis mp . to Cbrifte And 
Ræu. 255 9 19, 7, I will. ſhow thee the 
Bride; the Lambs Maite za The marriage of 
the Lamb is come, n bis "Wife: has made 
berſelf ready; and to Her was granted, that 
ſhe ſbould be arrayed in fine Linen, clean and 
white; for the fine Linen is the Righteonſ- 
neſs of Saints. Again; Eph. 2, 13, Ia 
make in ee ou rain, (viz of, 3 
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en Matt. 19, 177. 
and Gentiles) one new Man, Lier 20060 dy 
Sb. Thus likewiſe in the paſſage be⸗ 
fore us, Gal. 3, 27, Ie habe put on Chriſt x; » 
There is neither Few" nor Greek," there 5s 
ls Bond nor Free, there is neither Male 
nor Female: ; For y e ane all ¶ eis,] conſidered 
as One Perſon i in Chritt Feſur, "Your learned 
EZ Friend did not at all percelve the Elegancy 
and Beauty of the Apoſtle's Expreſſion in 
this Place. Conſider the Church as One 
3 Thing, as a Congregation or Body of Men, 
and all theſe natural Relations ſtill continue 
Aiſtindt; But conſider it under the Notion . 
of one Perſon, the Spouſe of Chriſt, and then 
all theſe differences and diſtinctions vaniſh, 
Church ſame Figure of Speech, the Jewiſh - 
Church is ſtiled in Seripture the Daughter 

Sion + Nations and Empires are, in the 
Prophecy of Daniel, perſonated as Kings © i 
The Church in the Revelation, under Per- 
ſecution, is a Woman flying into the Wilder- 
meſs: The Falſe Church abuſing the tempo- 
ral Power of Princes, to perſecute good 
Chriſtians; is the Woman, the Whore, riding 
upon a Scarlet-coloured ( or bloody) Beait. 
XZ -Deceivers and Falſe-Teachers, are The Falſe- 
Prophet, Rev. 19, 20, The Beait—and the 
. Falſe-Prophet were ca#t alive into a Lake of 
Fire: The Body of corrupt Chriſtians in 
the latter Ages of the World, are The Man 
of Sin, 2 Th. 2 3 3 and Anti-Chrift +; 4/2 
' Jon 7, Many Deceivers are entred into the 
9191 World, ; 


8 
1 
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l, ae weed, er fue Jeſus d 2 


thought he had put an end ro the Criticiſm 
; ah Per Ry founded Wu” the Term, , 


Wel; but the J ulgar Lavin (he FR 
rend ers it, [Unum eſtis,] Te are One Thing 
or Body. Lacknowledge it: And *tis a great 


confirmation of what I have ſaid. For, the 


Revſon why the Author of That Tranſla- 


tion did not render it Ts, as Beza right- 
Iy does; was becauſe he knew that Laus ; 
could not poſſibly ſignify any thing elſe 


than One Perſon : Which He not appre- 


hending how it could ſtand in that place, | 


nor perceiving the Beauty of S* Paul's 
ſimilitude; inſtead therefore of rendring 
. Apoſtles word which he underſtood not, 
he put in another of his own which he 
underſtood better, and thereby altered and 
quite ſpoiled the Apoſtles Senſe. 


Theodoret and Theophyluct, were — 


Tranſlators, but Commentators. They there- 
fore might juſtly paraphraſe the Apoſtles 


Expreſſion, by the Phraſe [, owug ] One 
Body. But though This be of the ſame 
import, as to the main of the Senſe, with 
the Apoſtles word [& One Perſon ; yet it 


does not therefore follow, that, in any pol- 


ſible 


rift is 
come in the Fleſh: This it Co md. Ss 
erTiyercs] The Deteiver and The Anti- 
Chriz.. You ſee, Sir, your learned Friend 
concluded ſomewhat too faſt, when he 


4-8 


: 
= 1 
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| 


ae any more khan it follows that 
Word Po 


Matt kd 17. 

et Fe dc 1 25 
tlie 
3 18 ſignifies in Latin an Apoſtle; 
becauſe a Commentator may happen (with⸗ 
out ſpoiling the Senſe) to pur the word 
Fe e .- . 

' _Laſtly, becauſe the Gab _ FW 
E, 6 beds] are in Mar. 2, 77 e ae 


JF cally. rendred, but God only; therefore here 


rendred a 


3 | alſo (be ſ. 25 they might better have been 
1 er the fs manner. But, in 
right reaſoning, juſt the contrary is true. 


Becauſe theſe words in the place before us 
gare rendred, not paraphraſtically, but lite- 


1 n and exactly; therefore in That other 
paſſage of S: Murk, th ey ought to have 
been rendred ſo likewiſe. 


I add only, (though I depend not on w_ : 


2X Authorities, ) that Clemens A lexandrims, 


(hen he par aphraſeth, Une that 45 Goa, 


by the words, s mT ev d Oy mois deR, 


= My Father which is in a. eaven ;) and Ori. 
9 En, (when he recites the words thus, '& wy 
s, 0 Ocos 0 g, There is none Good, but 
One, zwhich is God, even the Father ) and 


C Novatian, and Athanaſius himſelf, interpret 


This Text exactly as I do. As [ have ſhown _ 
in my Scripture-DoFrine, No 340. To. 
which may be further added Irenæiis, who. 
cCites the words thus, &. es a , 0. Na 
nne S, avis bearers, There is. One that it 
15 ues, even the Father which: is in 8 
= Ib. 


Oer ene gel- do 55 Wy e eng 
| au- * Dos, Ss our Saviour and God de- 


cites the words thus, Eis su ana, & - 
mp u ò c ai d h, There ig One that is 
Good, even my F. mu ue 1 in e 
Dial cum eb ee 0 LOR Wh 
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m the Mak XII. 29. "Th fol of all ith ME 


e a1 ' mandments, 16 Hear, 0 Iſrael, the Lord 
Ne 2.In Our God is one Lord. Cor, the 1919 our 


the An- 
e God, even the Lord, 750 05, _ 


. ; The only Obſervation your! Katte 1 | 
| Friend makes upon This Text, is; that 


clares to be alone Good, even God the Fa- © 
ther, Strow. 7. And-Fuftin Ala, who 
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God 1s here ſaid to be One, only in oppoſition YN. 
to Idols or the Falſe G of the Nations. © £ 
Be it ſo: The Queſtion then remains, No 
That God is, of whom this is ſpoken. The 


Tews to be ſure, when theſe words were 1 
ſpoken by Moſes, could underſtand them of 43 
no other than of the Almighty Father, the 
Creator and Governor of all things . 5 And the 
natural Apprehenſion, or common Senſe of # 
Mankind, obviouſly leads all Men to — 1 1 


Na them after the fame manner. In the 
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referred to, the 
in the ſame ſenſe. Our Lord ſpe 
ing of his Fatber, calls him the Only True 
God, Joh. 17, 3. And St. Paul, after One 
XZ Spirit, and One Lord, mentioning in the 
X laſt and higheſt place One God, calls Him 
vis. That One God,] The Father of All, 
had ſaid, that ro Us Chriſtians there 7s but 
One God; he adds, by way of Explication, 
be Father; of whom are all things, 1 Cor. 


_ 8 
© 


en Mark 12, 29. 


— 2 


Ne Te ament, whenever theſe words are 
are ſtill always underſtood 


#8, 6. And in more than 300 other places 


*: {40 


of the New Teſtament, the word, God, is 
by the conſtruction of the words with 
which it is joyned, of neceſſity confined to 


the Perſon of the Fatber ſingly: As ap 
pears in the Paſſages theinſelves, collected 
Sect. 2. And Athanaſius himſelf, expreſsly 
interprets the words of the Text now be- 
fore us, to be meant of God the Father; 
trine, Part I, No 2. And not only the ſame 
Author in other places, but Clemens Roma. 
nur alſo, and Ignatius, and Juſtin, and Irenæ- 
ue, and Clement Alexandrinus, and Tertul. 
lian, and Origen, and Novatian, and Euſe- 

Z es (if the matter was to be 
decided by. Authority,) ſpeak after the ſamne 
männer, in the paſſages which I have cited 


bius, and Hi 
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imſelf, ſpeaks: = 


Ste 
above, 


1 5 TW Wel 1 1 
974, 2 phage; © WW Commentary * 5 wha 1 8 WY 
E. 9 9. 9. Well; But if This be ſo, is 


Cri then nes Pry allo among the Falſe 
God ? J anſwer: When God the Father is 


thus ſtiled The One Gad; Idols, in oppoſition 


to him, are excluded hereby from being 
Gods at "all; and the Son, in 4 . 
to him, is excluded, not from being truly 
God, but from being That Perſon, Thar Su- 


preme, Independent, e ee, Goverhour 


F All, who, upon theſe accounts, is ſtiled, 


by way of Eminence, the One and Oily 


God, while the Son is nevertheleſs; by 
communication of divine Pomer and Dom- 
nion from the Father, really ar 
This is very confiſtent and intelligible: 
And the Paſſages your Friend cites out uf 

Athbanaſius, muſt either thus be reconciled 


truly God. 


with the exprel: s words 


hich I had before 


cited from him, wherein he interprets thefe 
Texts exactly as I do; or elſe he unavoid- 
_ably en d himſelf; Trenæus, as I have | 
” ready ſhown, explains this whole -mat- | 
ns ter at large, in his whole Sixth Cha aher of 


his Third Book, with as much accuracy, as 


if he had written on purpoſe againſt your 


Friends unintelligible Noti- 


Re ut 14 quidem, , = on. And therefore, when 
x ares cum Yerw 109, he ſays in another place, that 
juſtè dicarur Deus & 7 4 Ct 
Buy * lh, 3: Cap. 8 He who made all thin; ah 


together with hit Word, 


25 perhaps lignified, that He who 
| * made 


ale 4. Only God and Lordi (uns 


1 you don 18 TIT 1 5 
duces, but) What ne cx 37 ,COprou 
declares. In, the forexcited. * Sixth 1 — * ow as 
ef che ame Book, and. in numerous other 11. 
22 vi. that * Son is truly God a 

: rd, by ally hoving ECIEFVED: tA 
Coney eation,: from tbe; Father, 
who being of Himſelf abſolute Lord of AI, 
is by way of Eminence the One and Only 
Gad. But ſtill you will always remember, 
that the Queſtion muſt finally be decided, 
not by Humane aur. W by the 
Words of Sttipture.! | i a obo. * 


n 


x 7 * o 
" " + — FR 
ID ft Ty HO nee TT 

| * Ra \ K. 8 


£% S884 1 ; 1 * 42 2 
5 1 1 1 4 5 4 FN # ; : * Ws - 1 as 4 3 Rh £3 
9 * | : 3 ks EY. 
8 1 ; * * 4 E & } Ry . 4 ? oF % $A 5 at © 3 N \ * 4 * 
. 4 6 3 : 
344180 q 6 ; 11 1 . 3 
* 4 2 * N . ) * # he 5 * 1 


1 


AR 1 KI. 2. ee is * aa 
rbere is * N He. 47 gt Le 
1 „ Dobubx agate a4. 2H NO Wm 
1 cannot bet 4 but ihe) Scribe, frog 
whe he ſpake theſe words, meant the One 6. 
Supreme Governour f the Univerſe, even 
Him who was on to the Jews by the 

D * Tm: 


Pag. 8. 


that I ſhou 


Title of the Crone if ane FR Eat 
R 6 is declared to us Chriſtians by che 


*File'6f the God and Fathir of our Lord A 


firs Chriſt, That the Writers of the 


the Chriſtian Writers in all Antiquit 
underſtood the words, one 0 60 to ſignif 
the Father; I have ſhown b Va very large 


Collection of Teſtimonies, in my Scripture- | 
Adodtrine, Part II, F 9. our 
Friend Himſelf acknowledges in this very 


place, that che Farber Alone is C Au 


Be who derives bis Being and Gadbeæad fla | 


uo Cauſe 7" and conſequently that He a 


is, in that ſenſe, the One God. But how- | 
ever, the Terms One God che ſays) are 
uſed in no ſuch Meaning in This Text. 
And Why not in this Text? Why; becauſe | 
the words are uſed here (be ſays) in oppo- | 
ſition only to Falſe Gods, and therefore | 
dought not to be confined to the - Father | 
Alone, fo as to exclude'the Son. So as to 
30 exclude him from what > From being He | 
z ubo alone derives bis Being and Godhead from 
nu Cauſe, your Friend expreſsly allows that 
He is N excluded: And God forbid 
d ever argue, for excluding him 
from being God in any other reſpect. He 


if as really, and truly God (which nd Falſe Gods 


= by * wy: 


Teſtament did not alter the known gigi. 
fication of the words, One God; I have 
ſliown under the fore-goitig Head. That 
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the ineffible Power of 'Him, who Alone 
has an "unoriginated Being and Godhead. 


Wherein then does your Learned Friend 


and I differ? I think, in This only; that, 
after allowing a clear diſtinction, he ſtill 
. © contends for ſuch an unintelligible way of 


ſpeaking, as either neceſſarily introduces, 
or at leaſt cannot be vindicated from intro- 
ducing, a Confuſion of Perſons. 


As to his Citations from the Fathers up- 


on this Head; though I do not think my- 
ſelf at all concerned to reconcile to each 


other the different ways of ſpeaking found 
in the Fathers; yet I cannot but deſire the 
Reader to compare the Few Places here ci- 


ted by your Friend out of Three Fathers, 
with ten times the Number of places cited 
by Me out of the Same and many More Fa. 
thers, in my Scripture-doctrine, Tarr” Ih, © 

HE Fg. By which it will appear, that Much 
the greater Number of Ancient Writers 
declare themſelves with the greateſt poſſible 
diſtinctneſs to have underſtood This and 


I the like Texts, exactly as I do; and that 


J Thoſe who ſpeak more confuſedly, (as 


when Tertullian ſays, Deus ſe Unicum, ſed 


be One only, but yet together with his Son 


the Son of God were One Individual © but, 
chat God was ſo One, Cut tamen Filium ba- 


cum Filio, oſtendit; God declares himſelf to 


did not mean, as your learned Friend does, 
Deum &. Filium eſſe unicum, ] that God and 


beret, ] BY 
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erer. that yet nevertheleſs it was to. be 
maintained, againſt eros and Heat bens, 
that he had 2 1 to whom he had com- 
municated true Divine Dominion over 
the whole Creation. Tertullian himſelf, 
(though, as to the metaphyſical. Point, he 
introduced indeed a Confuſed. Notion of 
the Son's being a PART of the Father's 
Subſtance, in like manner as a Branch is Part 
of a Tree 5) yet, as to the preſent Queſti- 
on, he expreslly aſſerts God to be One, in 
the ſame Senſe that the Monarch of 2 
Country is the One and Only King, notwith- 
ſtanding that he be ſuppoſed to have an On- 
ly Son, whom he has receiv'd into the 
Whole Adminiſtration of the Government 
with himſelf ; See Seriprure-dofrine, pag. 
. ovation, out of whom your Friend 
here cites one ſingle Sentence, does ever 
where ſo expreſsly aſſert all that 1 contend 
for; that a Reader, who: pleaſes to peruſe 
his Book, will be amazed to find the Whole 
of it, from the Beginning to the End, to 
be written on purpoſe to eſtabliſh the very 
Notion I am pleading for. Athanaſius ow 
ſelf underſtands the Words One. God, in 
the Text before us, to he meant of the 
Perſon of. the Father; though he adds, (and 
ſo far indeed very rightly,) that This is not | 
to be underſtood: [e5.avaipsow' 78 1] ſo as to 


deſtroy the Divinity of the Son. + Laſtly, 
| 155 u of hot” NOS 9 Wach 


I 


\ : A 


tough 


a SP or we princes 12 
on of Tho [the Sabellfans) 0 
who deny the Father and the md 
Son to 55 Two diſtinct Sub- 


ſiſtencier; let him conſider 


pears togetlier, 2 large 
been in His 9225 | 


Op 5 


That Text (Acts & 33) 


All that believed, were of 
One Heart and of One Soul; 


and then He will underſtand das * Ted y lama, in IN * 


This, T and my Father are 


One Thing. We ſerve there 


in 
Mill, they are One," There are in y Bock 
| Man Gterions of Pallag 


ore, in tbe Senſe I haue 


the Son. Me worſhi 
Truth” and Calſo] he 


chor expreſsly 
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your "WP cites, 250 Ys tranſlates, We * 
11 ih On ie God, who' ir both Father and : 
| Son; is itſelf, When the Whole of it aps 
Explication what He 
t the Setife of the Charch to have 
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graft Land "Yitended. to 


grant) what erase is very -difflettlt* ko re 
concile with ſome of their d Conelafit 
ons: And in citing ſuch Paſſiges, there is 


(as1 have largely ſhown) no unfairneſs, but 


4 


the 


N E c e 3 
ahi —— Strength. of Re But 
I have never cited any paſſage, as your 
Friend (though in the Whole a very fair 
= and fincere Writer) has happened to cite 

3 This of Origen, fo as to make it appear to 
| _  . the Reader directly contrary to what the 
| ler. | Author intended o ANTS in THe: hd 


Lans. Paſſage. 
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= . To! OH. Xvll, That 45 niche 3 Thee, 
a Foipts e- the On'y Th God; and Teſte: Obit, 
18 = whom thou haft ſont. «Liar e 
the An- . 
| foer; pag Theſe words, it hath been app; may 
= be underſtood Two Ways. WET 
| n Either Thus: That they might . 
Thee, the Only True God; Xa: [that they 
[9p jon] Jeſus Giri, whom Thou bait 


1 1 wo Thus: Thot they m gbr 9 Thee, 
1 the Only True God ; ef Feſ us Chriſt whom 
| > thou haßt ſent, [the Only True God alſo.] 


1 1 8 85 The farmer is, I think, the True Se ie 
| | of the 8 X 4 learned F Teng think 


en 10 17, 3 . 


"The e Reafors f for My opal ur: 
That the obvious and natural Con- 
Anton of the words, is This: That they 
might know Thee, [who art] the Only True 
God ; and [that they might alſo know] Je- 
fs Chrif, | who 1s } He whom thou haſt ſent, 
['viz.. the True Meſſizh.] Eſpecially, If it 
be obſerved how the 255 words are diſpo- 
ſed in the Greek ; [85 ov an ags, Ince 
geisby, and Hi n 125 thou haſt ſent, even 
Feſus Chriſt.) The other Interpretation of 
the words, is ſo forced and unnatural; that 
an unprejudicad Reader will eaſily be deter- 
mined, even by That conſideration alone, - 
to reject it. 5 
2. In each of the other laces of the New 
Teſtament, where the True God is menti- 
| oned, it ſignifies, by way of Eminence, the 
| Perſon of the Father. In 1Thefſ. L, 9, *tisevi- 
_ dently and indiſputably fo, becauſe expreſsly 
contradiſtinguiſhed from the Perſon of” the 
Son in the very words of the Text it ſelf: 12 ” 
turned to God from Idols, to ſerve the EE ons 
ving and True God, and to wait For Hig [© = 3 
Son from Heaven. The other paſſage, 1 
Joh. 5, 20, ſhall be conſidered by and by, 
in its proper place. In like manner, the 
Gap places of Scripture where the One or 8 
Only God is mentioned, do All of them real- 
Yo he ſome of them moſt evidently, mean 
oy the Fo Jon of the Father = eye 
us 


God, the Father ; an 
Chriſt. ; And Eph. 4, 4 
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Thus 1 8 8, 85 0 2 —— is but One | 
NE 6, One 9 Were — 


One Lord, One 


| Gps 0 be” Ant WY. 


[+ Chriſt. 


Only Lord God, and our Lond” 5 "4 


. 0 the Writers in the Ty 


| 4 ye kl 
| Cenruries, (if the Reader thinks fit ro 


determined by Authorities,) whenever they 
refer to the Text before us, un erſtand it 


as Ido. Your Friend mentions two.of theſe 


Writers, Origen and Novatian. Orig en, he 


pry me.: and Novation inter D ets the 


ext juſt as I do, in thoſe very "Words 


on which your F riend cites as an Argument t to 


the contrary. 
4. Many even op the Later Fathers alſo, 
underſtand this Text, as I do; Which no- 


thing but the mere vidence of the thing 


See Serip- 
Fure-doc- 
trine, pag. 


4 & 254. 


itſelf could als ob 29850 them to. Abe | 


naſius thus; Do eee 
When the Feb Is Sed he On! ly ly God, + & 


Toy c ed roy, Toy T9 ( 1 . deR 


The True God, even the Fat! er of Oni 


' "9 M6yov_ Ce pln — 3 45 . 


M 3 7 a Te NETS ma 7 3. Te Only. Ti 
God, ——Iho 16 2 but the F. Pale of 


Gert 2 Toy? Sr 8 agvoy G Hive. Neo. 
1 Ai fer T wo Neige er p, The One and 
Only 


rue God, I mean the Farver Of Cori, ” 


1 
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1 4 That Feſus Chriſt our 


o ae 17, 3- 


Sc. On 0. pubs ne 82 ess 3 gy; Inode 
5 Tees 0 ramp. 69% 561, ac 0 0s Ci ai pater) 
tos, &T ory ory APTUPINY. al Seclar 
2 5 Gen, 
carnate, is not the Father ;, and that He is 


not (as "the Sabellians would have it,) The 11 0 


Only God; the Holy Scriptures every where 
reftify.. Alfo Hilary thus; Non Patri adi- 
mitur, 3 Unus fit, quia & Filius 
Deus ſit; ob id Unus Deus, quia ex ſe 
Deus: The Son's being God, does not hin- 
der the Father from being the One Ged ; 
- For He is therefore the One God, becau ſe He 
= ; Self-exiſtent S 

. The Learned Biſhop Pearſon expo: 
on che Creed, pag. 40 ;) and the Learned 


Biſhop Bull, (Defend. Se. 4, 5 75 5 952 5 
ge theſe 


both of them expreſsly acknow 
words, The Onh © True God, to be meant, in 
This Text, of the Father only, by way of 
ſupreme Eminence, in contradiſtinction to 
- the Son who was ſent by him. __ 6 5 


| "Hs A Jour Learned Bal Ales es 
fr ubcerſianding this Text tlie other way, 
are 7”; 


A Thar phe Term, Only, does hot al- 


ways exclude every thing elſe but the Sub- | 


Jer to which it is applied. 
2. That the Doctrine the Text contains 
Fat to FRY ee of it, is 
5 LE”, found 


e 
* gp 


pag. 1 L. 


pag. 12. 
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= :. A | Glades 
found evidently i in another place of Seb. 
ture, N 4. on 
3- That the word, Only, is added mere 
| ly in oppolition to Idols and falſe Gods. 
N. 13 & 4. That ſeveral Fathers underſtand the 
* Words in His ſenſe; That Achanaſus in 
other places explains himſelf, as to his 
Meaning in the places I cited from him : 
And that Origen's ſenſe, which he ac- 
knowledges to 5 the ſame with mine, may 
j Be 48 52 to be proved out f Scripture, © 
as his 515 Remark, that the te Ve L. 
efixed to [ Oeos, ] appro zates the Name &.d 
= i Goth Father, 5 4 pr 


Now to theſe Reaſons, ah! 
I. To deny that the Term, 0% al 
ways excludes every thing elle, but the 
Subject it is applied to; is to deny that 
Words have any Signification. For if the 
word, Only or Alone, does not appropriate; 
there is no word in any Language, which 
can appropriate any thing to a 2 Subject. 
dag. 9. But He alleges an Inſtance : ( Eccluſ. 24, 
| Wiſdom ſays of herſelf, I alone com- 
7 paſſed the Circuit f Heaven Which 
7 ſurely, ſays he, does not exclude the Fa- 
ther; And if the Term, Only, does 
4 not exclude the Father, we cannot ne- 
« ceſſarily infer that it does the Son 


Hs 


But now the Difference is This: The 2 


dom of God the TO, does not exclude 
Go 


5 on Joh. 17, 3. 
Sold the Father, becauſe it is itſelf nothing 


baut an Attribute of God the Father ; and to 


ſay that the Wiſdom of God does any thing, 
is only ſaying in other words that God does 


it himſelf; But affirming any thing to be- 


long to One Perſon Alone, is of neceſſity de- 
nying that ſame thing to belong to any 


Other Perſon in the ſame ſenſe. What- 


ever therefore is appropriated to the Fa- 
ther alone, is of neceſſity denied to belong 


to the Son in that ſame ſenſe, in which it 


is appropriated to the Father. Unleſs it be 


declared (according to the Sabellian Notion, 
which upon the Whole amounts to the 


very ſame with Socinianiſm ;) that the Son 


07 8 4 


is not à real Perſon, but a mere Attribute 


F the Father. Which Opinion your Friend 
diſclaims, though his Reaſoning here neceſ- 
a ſuppoſes ttt. 
2. That the words, This is the True 
God, 1 Job. 5, 20, are not ſpoken of the 
Son; I thall ſhow by and by, in its proper 
place, No 14. ( 
3. That the word, Only, is added merely 


in oppoſition to Idols or Falſe Gods, is a 
- great Miſtake. Bog For the word, Only, of ne- | 


ceſſity always appropriates ſomewhat to the 


Subject it is applied to, not only excluſive 


of every thing which That Subject is c- 
poſed to, but alſo. of every thing which 
That Subject is contradiſtinguiſled from. 
The Son, is not (as Falſe Gods a 


3 
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im: . Wen the her 
Prayer of our Saviour, ſtiled the Ong Tue 
God; this Title is appropriated to im not 
only 'beeauſe/Idols are Falſe Gods, but be- 
cauſe He only is the rr whom . 
wiour was ſpeaking of theſe Words. 
In that paſſage of 8. Paul, 1 T¹ñ V. 1, 9, 
Te turned to God From Idals, to ſerve nhe 
Living and True Gad, Dando ai fon His 
Som um Heaven; the Farbe! is ſtiled 
the Luing and Trus God not only in op-. 
;PoBtiviuts! 'Tdols which are Na Gods, | but 
expreſsby alſo in contradiſtinction to his don 
— Hom Heaven ;owho is True God 
*y communication of Divinity from the 
Father, while at the ſame time be Fat her 
18 therefore (as Hilary and moſt other 


thers expreſs it) juſtly ſtiled by way of 
eminence the One and Only True — 8 


having Alone his Divinity (or Sue 1 


err of Himſelf -abſolute and: . 
1 : 

4. As to Authorities; your BAD an 
tions none in the Firſt Three Centuries,» but 
- Origen, whom he gives up; and Nouutian, 
whoſe words prove juſt the contrary to what 
he cites them for: Ve muſt believe; Gaith 
That Father, in the Lordi the Onh True Ood; 

and, by: (conſequence, in Jeſus Chriſt whom 
Ale Cviz. the Only True God] bath ſent. 
"Novariay'" does indeed add, that our. Lord 


would 


2 4 8 
hn 7 


words, unleſs he had expected that He bim< 
ſelf alſo ſhould have 1 2 5 believed to be 
God. But Novatian's meaning herein is, 
that Chriſt i is God by. having received True 


Diuine Dominion over the whole Creation, 


from and in Subordination to the F. arber. 
For the Deſign of his whole Book from the 


Beginning to the End, is to prove this very 
thing, and in the very ſame manner as I have 
explained it. The Reader, when he per- 
uſes. Novatian's Book, will be ſurprized to 
find how exceeding clearly and ar Ni Ty be 
explains this whole matter. 

The Paſſages. your F riend * out of 


Hilary Y | Jen ire the Reader to compare with 
Thar. which I have cited juft above, Las | 


59, ] out of the ſame Author. 
_-; ne Paſſages J cited out of Athanaſiu us, 
your Friend defires the Reader to co mpare 


with. ſome other paſſages of the ſame Au- 


thor: Which I alſo 8 him to do.; And 


if he cannot reconcile theſe with the others 


which I firſt cited, he will then, obſerve 
that thoſe others are ſo much the ſtronger 
Evidences of what I alleged them for, as 
being the Conceſſions of: a perſon who Was 
himſelf of a different Opinion. 
Nazianzer's Argument is this: If the 
part of the words [that they might 
know! Thee the Only; True God,] had been 
-meant of the Rs Only; 5 hp 


* = IF 135 ihe the latter pirt of tle 
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Commentary 


1H if it had been meant of him in contradi- 
| 155 8 to the Son; then there would not 
ave been added theſe latter words, [and 
Feſus Chriſt whom thou baſt ſem.] Where 
the Force of This Argument lies] J confeſs 
I underſtand not, but leave it to be conſi- 
dered by the Reader. One would natural- 
ly think, that theſe latter words were _— 
for That very Reaſon, for which the good 
Father ſuppoſed they ought not to have e 
added. For, taking the True Ood to be 
meant in oppoſition to Idols or Falſe Gods, 
(as Nazianzen explains 1 it z) then our Sa- 
viour's prayer is, that. Men forſaking all | 
Jaols and. Falſe Gods, may know The Only 
True God, and Him who was "I! 24 ſent 
forth from That Only T rue God. 
Ambroſe's An is, tile the Con- 
junction [And,] never ſeparates things, 
but joins them together. By the ſame Ar- 
gument, when the Scripture ſays that the 
people feared the Lord AND Samuel, it 
would follow that the Lord and Samuel 
were one and the ſame Individual. Were 
Tan Admirer of Ambroſe, I would certainly 
have forborn citing out of him 0 anne 
an Argument. 
Origen, your Leite Fries oe to 
be clearly on my fide. His words I ſhall 
here repeat, becauſe Tam willing to take 
This opportunity of correcting a Miſtake, 
: which . your F riend was sf kind as 
$0 TH not 


JJ ß ß ET, 


6 


not to take r 


(ſays Origen) we may ſolve | 


the Scruple of many 'Pious 
perſans, 4 TO Fear” 8 5 E 
leaſt they 
| Gods, fall into Talſe and 
wicked Notions - 


the One fide, denying che Real 


ſhould make Tu 
either on 


Perſonality of the Son diftint 


from the Fuat her; aud ſo, 
while they. 


ſcrightly] acknow- 
ledge bis ect makin 
him e to he in 
reality 
N : 


bis Divinity, while they 


[rightly] acknowledge his 
Real Perſonality, and hat his” 
Subfrftence is truly and pro- 
perly diſtin from that of 


Net it) I was) ; giiky all L 
min my Tranſlation of That paſſage. Hanes : 
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the Father':') This ſcruple; I ſay, of many. 
Pics perſons, may thus he ſolved. We muſt 


tell them, that He who'is of 
(as our * Saviour, in his | 
That they may 
know Thee the Only True God;) but that 


ir That GOD; 
Prayer to his Father, ſays, 


Him ſelf God, 


Whatever is God, beſides That SelF-exiſtent 
Perſon, being o only by Communication of 


05 Oo * 


 #s Divine, cannot ſo properly be ſtiled 
That God, but rather Leo @ 
E 


Divine 


Divine Perſon. It is not poſſible that Any 


e E 
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A Commentary 
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13 
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ry 


Words ſhould expreſs the Senſe of the Pri- 


mitive Church more . fully, more clearly, 


more diſtinctly, than theſe do. Your 
Friend therefore fairly gives up Origen, 


and makes only the following Reply. Per- 


5 


aps (ſays he) it may be as difficult to prove 
This ſenſe of the words, [viz. that The only 


5 true God ſignifies the Father, as being au- 
. God unoriginated,] out of Scripture, 
_ (which the Doctor profeſſes to big his Rule in 


tk, beſe Matters; ) as it is to make good the 
+ » erttical Remark of the ſame Father [Ori- 


Ven, that the Article [8] prefixed to the 


word ¶ Sede, | appropriates the Name to God 
the Father; when. it is evident, that the 
I PEN? Dad with the: fone defects. by 
bie Diſciple Thomas, Joh. 20, 28, 0 Seb 
ua. Aud by Se Paul alſo in his Epiſtle to the 
Hebreios, ch. 1, 8, which is. taken from Pl. 


45, 6: To ſay nothing of Writers Older than 


Origen; a 


even of Origen aue 990 
W ratings, 


deſtroys bis Criticiſm- in his own. 


as weill appear from One Inſtance that may 


ſerve for others, wempoppwMn o Fes vr, 


2 


_ which be uſes of the Son, lib. 4, contr. 


Celſum. All This, is exceeding ſtrange in- 
deed. To prove out of Scripture, What the 
Senſe of the words in queſtion. is, was 


To That, it has been anſwered, that we 


what I indeavoured in my Scripture-dofrine. 


ought alſo to take in the Senſe of the Pri- 


mitiue 


l 1 
* — 


r 


A 


wo 


IVF © 


VE on 2 oh.” 4 1 75 3. | 67 5 
Church. What the Senſe r i 


Prrmive Church Was, is with all poſſible 


13 here deſeribed ty C Origen. © "And. 
This, it is anſwered, that erbaps it 
may he 22 to prove this” ' Senſe out of 


Seripture. And how difficult? Why, as 


difficult as to make good the critical Remark 1 
of. f Origen, that. the Name Le, Ses] is appro- e. Re- 
priated to God the Father, - b made no Uſe e 
of that critical Remark,” in My Book; and fitted on 
et your learned'F riend | is very unfortunate, by Fuſebi- 


us, de Ec - 


in aſſerting that That Remark is evidently f. 
falſe. *Tis not good to be confident about Thedl. li. 


an Univerſal Negative, and therefore I will nen: 


not recs to ſay that o $:05 was never ing upon 
uſed b 4 any Writer concerning any other 7% * 


than the Father: But This I can? In Cle- 
mens Alex 


_ affirm, that, as far as 1 have been able to ahi it 
obſerve, I could never find That Title 81-1 R ons bu 


the Father 


ven abſolutely to * any Other perſon, ei- aud 8h 
ther in the Scripture, or in Any Writer be- conſid ered 
fore Origen, or in Origen himſelf, or in "Sr 
An Writer 2 ſter Orig en. All Men that bis Word ; 


un erſtand Language, . that's Pede fu u, Roar - 


is quite a different thing from o Sec abſo- to make 


lutely. St Thomas” S. * Nec“ (av, 18 ſpoken them but 


ol Him, whoſe Cod and Father is e Sus Heu 


2 


St Paul's e Leds, is the Vocative C: fe $a 28 
| $605 Ad Origen's & Lede dev, is juſt as Ther fa. 
different from 6 0: bes — 28 Was & ther ij fe 


. 8 0. beds 2 5 hay Rs is conſiſtent 


with him - 
e E * ; the fell * 


the ſame 28 6. ee or e „Nee, 
bees. Wherefore He who is abſolute v of 
998 But it. does not therefore follow; that. 
He who is tru * bee, me on the other 
ſide be as properly ſtiled of bees. The Paſ- 
lege which comes neareſt it, is one omitted 
dy your Friend, Rom. 9, 3, 0 d S ale 


4 beds which, if La to be certainly 
0 Chriſt, vet i 
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3 100. Vll; « Sow Te now that en 
= e Lol i, notbing in tbe World, and that a 
Feen tbere -is None other God but One. 
the 4. .-* For. though there be thut are calle, 
= . Gods many. and Lords many to Us 
e * One God, [wiz] the Father, 
LR PR | + when are all. rhings and we in him 3 
And One Lord, [wiz | Feſtus Chriſt, * 
#1 fre whom 7 all things, and we OO! 


_ 


4. 


IJ * 32 N. * 


4: rl words are ſo ks and Full 2 

i ee Aion, of God the Father's being 

i way of Eminence the One: God, that there 

klare no poſſible words by, which it could 
| "2; have been aſſerted more : explicitly. 1 77 
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| dFefis Crit; ; there 


Ab of ty: But when 5 


wk 5 . 5 is but 8 
the Analogy =— 


he adds. by v Way 57 Interpretation, t 


were on] purpofe to p revent alt poſſibility of 
miſtake, "there is Fur 6 One God. the = 

THER; and one Lord, Feſt Obrifts it 
is a very furpriz g thing, to find à Learn- 
ed and Sincere Man F to put 
” another Senſe upon the words, One God', 
different from That which the Apoſtle 1 In 
ſuch exprefs words declares” himſelf ® wy 


- But (fiys yo ur, larne# Friend) it is plan page . 


bere, that the > Ur / God is affirmed 1 in op- 
o tion to Idols. Very true: But i it is plain 
alſo, that the God, whoſe Unity: is here ſo 
affirmed, , is by the Apo ſtle expr Ps de- 
clared to be the Father. 


But (adds your Friend) though the Fa ny 18. 


tber Ae o be the One God, yet this is 
not ſpoken to the extluſion of rhe Son, who | 
has omprebended in the 


en proved ro be c 
One God. That the Father's being by 4 
of Eminence the One God, does not excl 
the Son from being trul God by true com- 
 mulication of Divinity from that one unorigi- 
nated God the Father, I readily acknow- 
| ledge. But to ſay that the One God the 
Fat ber is the Son alſo; and not the Father 
in; ; or that the Son is not excluded from 
E 3 9 


0 A ed | a1 at 7 7 wm 8 
en That 5 God, _ ch is the Per 
ef bb. Farher; this is di 1 f am 
_ Tivo ba 50 b 4 th 


* yk 0 N 5 and, by reaſon 
fon Tj cannot be 5 4. 4 
bis whole Perſon, under. any Ong of... them; 
therefore does. be ſeem to be mentioned. after | 
God the Father, as 4 Being diſtinꝭt Tom 
pure Deity, ſuch as the . is ; though 


his Superiour Nature, or God the W. ord, is 


comprebended in it, I anſwer: Not only 
God the Father, but God the Father. 750 Tj 
Son and Holy. Ghoſt, muſt needs by your 
Friend be allowed to be. Pure 3 1 555 
conſequently, if the Apoſtle had here men- 
. tioned Jeſus Chriſt in ys ſecond place (as 
your Friend ſuppoſes). only upon Account 
ol his being (as God- man) a Being diſtinct 
from pure Deity; he muſt have faid, not, 
One God, the Futher; but One Gad, the 
Father and Son and Holy. Ghoſt ;, and one 
Lord (or God-man) Fe 105 22 jt "Beſides : : 
When your Friend affirms 7 Son to. be 


comprehended (in the Senſe we are now 

| ſpeaking of) in che One God the Father, as 
He is the V rd; What does This 000 
I | | pa PE : 


„„ Cor. 8 4, 5, 6. 3 
but either that the NY Father! Ce os i. 
both. Farber and Son, (which is to affirm © 
that One Perſon is Two Perſons ) or ce en 
that he ſuppoſes the Son, becauſe he is n e 
called The Word, to be only an Attributs or 
Power. of” the Farber, and not any Perſon 
at all? 
Aurboritiet for his Interpretation of this 
Text, your Friend alleges None: Becauſe 
it is notorious that All Antiquity under- - 
ſtood this Text in My Senſe, and not in © 
His. One only paſſage he cites out of re- 
_ news, which in the Latin Tranſlation (the - + 
5 original Greek being loſt) has ſome Obſcu. 
rity in it. There ic One God the Father, 
| (faysIrenzus,) who is above all,and through 
all, and in all. Above all, is 7D, 
the Father; through all, is er anne quidem, P4- 


| ter z — per omnia autem, 
the Word; 0 m all of us, Verbum; in omnibus autem 


is the Spirit For there is 18. e 
One Father, who is abobee | 
all, and through all, and in us all. That | 
this is the True Rendring of the words, 

(and not, as your Friend tranſlates them, 

above all, as Father; through all, as Word, 
and in all of us, as Spirir 1 appears from the 

words We follow The E 
ve me Chapter: ere nus Deus Pater, ſuper Om - 
75 15 he) Ohe God The e Er Omncs, Kee” 
Father, who is Above All; | 
and One tone of” Gad, which is Through 


"ET Me: 


* 


72 8 Com me 1. 1 "Y 
| ie Dew, eg Paxer Dent. All : And again; This God 
ni noſtri Jeſu .& de * 
3 7 — 9 is the Father 5 our 955 


UVnus * 33 . 1 Jeſis es bh endef Him it 
omnes per -omn in - w%4 
nibus nodjs, hb. 4. Cap. . | 753 chat St Þ Apoſtle 


| declares, Thee is One God, 
even the Father, Who is above all, and 
throug h all, and in us all. And Abhand- 
ſous, = he did not tranſcribe Ireneus's. words 
as they v were in 5 arr Goh yet 4 
„explains them ſufficiently, 
3 14 75 Aeg when he ſays: One God 2 
hs. mewn g i men ze preached in the Church, even 
So 2 be, He who js above all, and 
7 4 50 AoYys* 4! e ov, through all, and in all; A- 
hg 18 e | E- Bode all, as be 25 the Father 
is ne ng . and Ori; inal - and Fountain 
of all ; Through all not, as He is the 
PST ond _ by is 4 cud a. all: 20 
e ot Bs e 7s the oly it, but his 
DDhybirit. I need not ad. 1 Learned 
Biſbop Pearſon (Expoſ. on Creed, ag. 40, 
and the Learned [Big Bull Defend... ect 
&, © I, F. 2,) acknowledge the words, One 
God the Father, in the Text before us, to 
' He meant,.. not only i in oppoſition. to 1dols 
which are Falſe Gods, but alſo in contradi- 
ſtinction from the Son himſelf” who is True 


/ 04 cco ding hat re- 
"Nan enim Patri allimitar, - Goa: Ac T g to tha 


and Deus Unus fit, quia & markable pail: 91775 of 7 2 
Tore Deus fic ; ob id Onus before-cited he Son be 


Deu, quia ex le . Hil. ng God (faith he). does. nor 
1 in. 1 Linder the Father you nog 
The 


. ere ee UI? ie 


e > 


» 


EE ets Wed: BR od. JO 


gra 
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Si 3 5 che Holy in the 


W 
"WI Globes OM not RI We Men 5 cre, 


25 e 5 S EN 1 Ne 66. 


— oy * | 


In che 
Anſwer, 


„be plain and 3 meaning * theſe page 17. 


2 wands, 16; that attempting to deceive In- 


ipired: Perlons, was not barely the Crime 


of attempting to deceive Men, but was in 
effect an atte 


by whoſe Holy 


mpting to. deceive God himſelf, 
Hhirit thoſe ** were inſpi- 


large! * 


This * ſhown at 


Neither can 


50 See And 4. 
thanaſius himſelf { (as 1 there 
obſer ved) interprets the Text 
In the ſame manner: He 


that lied (laith he) to the 


who duvelleth in Men by bis 


Holy Ghoſt, lied 10 GOD: 


g 0 "Dl os 1, 
GUURT, TH Sed ilwuorm, 
| 29701K5p73 zy drveanas 


2 Ti TVeuuaTO- aurk. 1 
. ors. 2-0, i. 75 r iuf¹ TE 


Set, zue 28 8 Hebe * 
urs 26, „enn, rd onoiger 


7 ons Ses Gy wiv ver, on 
Spirit Tor where the 8 pirit ; 
God i is, chere 15 God Chim: 


E 78 y lunar durs 7 N- 
d ,v De Ticarnat, Ver- 


x bt '& contro * 


, ſaith the 


Apoſtle we 5 4 that GO D devellerhs Jn 


y Author, 


* 


u, becauſe he bath giben us of His Spirit. 
our learned Friend allege 
from the time che Text was 


3 rice, till alter Acbanæſiuss days, that 


underſtood > 


e which the Term is ſo applied 3] why 


F why h chit . he ſeek 125 8 Iriterp! - 
tation, pete either by Scripture or 

0 Antiquity ? Tf the Term God, ſays he, can 
be applied to the Holy Oboſt, [for Proof | 
| whereof he refers to five Texts, in not one, 


there be ſo much pains taken to prove 


„ belong to the Father, who is not men- 
1 Tone in s the Context 1 anſwer : It re- 


reat Pain or Force, to under- 
ſtand this rot, God, in this Text „as ſig- 
nifying tbe Father ; M becauſe in Al 'orber 
Texts the ſame word always ſignifies the 
Father, and in No other Text ever ſignifies Z 
The Holy 'Ghoft. The word occurs in the 
New Teſtament above One Thouſand times, 
and in all thoſe paſſages, (excepting three 
or four in which it is applied to the Son,) 
it always ſignifies the Father, (as I have 
_ ſhown demonſtratively in my Scripture-doc- 
trine,) and is in no place applied to the 


e Gboſt.. In what Senſe, and with what 
e of Speech, the Holy Spirit may, 


or may not, be ſtiled God, (which your 
Friend indeavours to intermix in his Ar- 
gument,) is not here the Queſtion: but 
whether in fact he is, or is not, fo ſtiled in 
This or in any other Text of Scripture. 
The Holy 650 3 is the Holy Spirit of God; 


that is to ſay, the Hoh Spirit of the F. KY 
| my 75 Ad if the word, God, placed abſo- 
Ld 


en 4 * 55 3; 4. | 
Iutely as in this Text, ſignified, not the 
Fuatber, but either the Holy Spirit or the 
unbole Three Per ſons; it — follow that 


the Holy Spirit of God, was the Holy Spirit 


8 Which is a manifeſt Ablurdiey. 
e only Argument your Friend urges, why 


the word, God, in this Text, ſhould be 


meant of the Holy Ghoſt, and not of the 


| Fes 5 is This very obſcure one. :; That . 


then it "would follow. that the Holy. Ghoſt 


ated by the Authority of the Father; — avhich f . a 
ſince * Apoſtles . — 5 — alſo 5 fat. .v 2m 


would follow that They might have been 


ſtiled the Objects of the Lie, as well as 


the Holy. Ghoſt che Perſon of the Spirit 


being as little affected with the Lie ſpoken, 


in compariſon of the Authority affronted 


in Him, as the Perſons of the Apoſtles 


were affected by it in compariſon of the 
Authority ; on in Them ; Neither 
could a. againſt the Holy Gboſt, have 
been laid 3 to be none againſt 


Men, if the Holy Ghoſt were not He who 


is here ſtiled God. I am ſure I have repre- 
ſented his Argument more clear and ſtrong, 
than the Author himſelf repreſented it; 
and yet at the beſt it is a very obſcure one. 
The Strength of it indeed, is no more than 
this: If the Holy Ghoſt be at all ſubordinate 
to the 5 (as the Scripture every 
where declares he 1s Fd and given by 
Him, 


then He is aocbins ar all. 
Aen. The Reader, I truſt, will not ſtan 
in wel of N Tos „ 70 anſwer this A 


* = M 
.- 


tw the 84 E Iv, 9. Te did Service. unto them 
N which by Nature are no Gods, [is ws qu- 
N* i80, of n Beos, or, as it is in 'the Alexan- 


2 drian Vis, mi ger wi de Sol.! 


* 
N 
* > 1 $ $ «AP N 
ry * * 
Nr 


bort 5 —.— I prop ſed the Twi fol 
19. ing Expoſitions. © © 9712 
1. Unto Gods, whic OE opp" Win 


Nase, or ꝛehich in Nature [ Nw pe iy] 


have no Being. 
Cn _ Beings, lieb by "hep Aol 
11 6 2 


Thus, Acts 19, „ es 


no Gods; that rs, they have none of that 


Authority and Dominion 55 77 Jou, which you 
_ be n en 1 N | 4 le 


by L 1 r 
© 8 
- » 1 * * 7 8 
* 1 14 ”; 4 is : 8 X 1 * * 
5 d : A * 4 i 


” 
aff 4% 9 


J ſuppoſe, he overlooked it, as not being in 


— proper place, but in the Addenda, pag. 
Though he elſewhere takes Notice of 


fomcthing elle mentioned i in 1 W 


* * 1 W 4 2 2 . 4 : £ " 
; + i 33 


£. I 8 a 3 


8 5 5 = | Againſt 


of” baving Fd divine\Power 


Of the Leeds of theſe rde your 
en Friend takes not the leaſt Notice. 


b 


2s follows: „„ | 5 


1. That the Two'n An Verſions: 
the Vulgar-and the Syriac, agree with our e 
received Tranſlation 6f the words. ; 


* That in St Paul's ſtyle of Writing, 
vas is no where uſed for Nature in gene- ; 


ral, or the Syſtem of Natural Beings. 


3. That, had guar been uſed by him inn 
that general Notion, yet, according to the 


Analogy of his Style i in other places, he 
would rather have ſaid 8. va, than poor. 
alone, if he had meant in ee and not 

"Names! +1" 

4 That if oder had ted in Nature, | 
25 tis probable the Apoſtle would rather 
haue ſaid vis pen Sor. alone, than n quou 
por Eo. 

5. That qe is fd worry by. bale ms 
Apoſtle i in other Places, to "ny = aſt : 
_ not in Nature. A 


All — Criticifans — your n ned 

F riend; (which I have here fairly ſet before 

my Reader,) I acknowledge to be Right; 

5 And they are, by much, the moſt Scholar- 
like Oblervations i in his Whole Book. 

5 gh therefore the words (notwi 

: landing: alt this) may poſfiply ſignify: — 


ving no Being in Nature; yet, becauſe By 


1 NN is in 3 the more natural Signi- 


eee fication 


Addenda 
Fo Scrip- 
ture-doc- 


nne, pag- notice of at all,) is as much as to ſay,” They 


J. 


able to tl 
acknowledge it to 


Seibt of che watt _ alſo more ag 
e Analogy. of 8. Paul's i 5 1 
e more probable, that | 
N is the True Rendring. 
The Queſtion then is, what is the 8 
ing of the Phraſe, By Nature. 18 1 80 
by Nature , are no God 6 Hh 


And This: i in my Ahn maren ef 
the Words, (which your Friend takes no 


have by their Nature none of that Divine Au- 


 thority or Dominion over Tou, which: * 


vainly aſcribe to them. 


Either This is their True Meaningy's ; or 


| cle the Words, no Gods by Nature, muſt 


fignify Beings which in 5 metaphyſical 
wu eſſential Nature are nor Supreme, * 


exiſtent and Independent. 


Now that the Word-[quas] in Scripture, 


does not fignify the Nature of things in the 


metaphyſical or eſſential, but only in the 


vulgar and natural, the moral or political 


Senſe of the Word; that is, the true State 


and Condition of things, their Capacities 


and Powers, their Circumſtances and Quali- 


 fications, the Reaſon of things, and ſome- | 


times even Cuſtoms only; appears from the 
Uſe of the ſame Word, 1 Cor. I , 14, Doth 


not even Nature i700, teach you, — F a 
Man bath long Hair, it is a ſhame'unto him? 


| & Rom. 2, 1 0 by Nature: the things 


contained 


6 


nd; in code: | 8 
That which is agai 


& Rom. 15 2 


divine Nature 5 & Gal. 2, 15, We who are 
Jene by Nature; And Epbeſe. 2, 3, We 
were by Nature be Children o Nah 


| Not by. our original Nature or ESSENCE; 


God forbid : But, (as that Text itſelf ex- 


4 preſ Sly explains it,) by the Then preſent 
CIRCUMSTANCES of our Nature, tze 
| habitual Wickedneſs. and Corruption of Mens 5 
Manners before their Converſion to Chriſti :. 
anity. And thus likewiſe in the preſenkt 
Paſſage; Them which by their Nature, (that 
9 Which in the Nature and Reaſon „ e e 
£ Truth of Things „) are no Gods; have no di:. 
vine, no inviſuble Authority or Dominion over 13 
You ; have nothing of That Nature, which 
Jou vainly aſcribe to them; nothing of That 
Dominion and Power, wh lich the Worſhip 
8 yo u pay them ſuppoſes them to have. And 


his is the True Notion of 1dolatry.: viz. 


the aſcribing to any Being, real or imagi- 
nary, ſuch inviſible Dominion or Power, 
and conſequently ſuch Worſhip and Ho- 
nour, as does not belong to it. 5 or, Wor- 
ſhip being nothing elſe, but the Acknow- 
ledgment or Payment of due Honour, cor- 
reſpondent to the True Dominion and Dig- 
nity of the Perſon to Og it is Pad; > Gor 


7 
\\ N \ * 


init Nature; & Rom. 2 
27, Uncircumeiſiun which is hy Nature; & 
Rom. 1 1, 24, which is wild by Nature; & 

2 Pet. 1, 4, hon might be Partakers o * the | 


f Alt word or 2 Hoge i is ne pa 
not to a "Metaphyſical whſtance, det v0 an 


E 


Agent „) it follows manifeſtly, 
fo far, as Dominion and Power and Au- 


. 


5 V 18 ed to any Being, more than 
it rea ly has; far That Being is merely 
L,] an! N Nothing i in the World 


1. Cor. 8, 4,4 mere Fiction of the Imagi- 


* If the Apoſtle ſpeats FI 
concerning Heat hens, it muſt... '5 


be obſerved, in order to the 
right 9985 


being corrupted by Jud aizinę 


Chriſtians, ro think Circom- 
ciſion and other Jewiſh Obſer. 


vances ſtillneceſſary to 008 


tion un 175 * 


anding of the 9 
Context, that this Diſcourſe. 
is directed to ſuch New Con- 
verts from among the Hea- 
then, as were in danger of 


wien N eier 7 


nation. N "When A oe 2 Ree char- : 


which by Nature are no Gods, 


tis evident his Argument is 
not, that the Gods they 


worſhiped were not abſo- 


ry Supreme, Self-exift- 


Independent Beings ; 


(for They did Hh pretend This, nor does 
the Word $0. ever ſignifie any ſuch thing 99 
but that, neglecting the Worſhip of the 


True God. they 


worſhipped Gods who hat 


really nothing of That Noting which was 
aſcribed to them; none of that Aurbority 
or Dominion, artery Supreme or Subordinate, 
which Theſe Men (like the Church of 
Rome Now in the caſe of their Saint-Wor- 
ſhip,) imagined them to have. For they 
were Gods, which either had no" Being at 
al; Fictions apt mere imaginary Deities: 


= Or 


ings whith in reality were not of That N. : 
une Which their eee pretended 


jn AAA ⁵— :!!! oi £2 nes MH ns 
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H. gy"; 45 5,6 
e, at: beſt, they were LIM 


them to be, indued or capable of being in- 


dued with divine aiſle Dominion and 


Authority over Men. Thus Jer. 5, 7, 
Them that are no Gods; and Acts 19, 26, 
4 — be no Gods ; that is, have not and 


cannot have any of That divine Authority 


ind Dominion over you; which you fooli{h- 
by and wickedly aſcribe to tile. 
But now, Chriſt is by Nature Iny 


God; (as Tru, as Man is by Nature Truly 


Mai: J that is, he is God, not Self-ex1# 


Ment and Unoriginate ; (for That is pecu- 


lar to the Father, and abſolutely incom- 
municable;) but he is God, as having, 

that Nature which he derives from the Fa- 
ther, True divine Power and Dominion over 


all things both in Heaven and Earth, in ſub- 


ordination to Him who alone 1 1s abſolute- 


He E B. m; 31 NL 8 Po rhis Perſon roi 
. was counted worthy of more Glory 


than Moſes, maſmnch as He who hath N* 15 


ale the Hos, n more ne, than 
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15 Fab! every , Houſe is i y e one; B 

He that built all things, is God. 

1 * Moſes verily war {66 Mk in all his 
- Houſe as a Servant —— _. 

But 8 as a Son over bis | own nn Houſe 
3 .. 


The: true 8 27} * 3 I 
think, is This: Moſes was faithful as a 
Servant, in another Man's Houſe ;  Chrift, 
as a Son in his own. Houſe, o his own 

Building; And the Supreme Houſbolder 
[the Pater-familias) or Father over all, is 
GOD. It is a like Form of ſpeaking, to 

that in 1 Cor. 11, 3, The Head of every 
Man, is Chriſt ; and the Head of the Wo- | 
man, is che Man; and the Head of Chriſt, 
is GOD. And Fer. I2, but All thi ings, of 
G OD. 
- Your Faienll is ni to find: another 
Interpretation of this paſſage; by which 
he would indeavour to underſtand the word, 
God, as ſpoken here of Chriſt. But what 
he ſays upon this occaſion, is ſo obſcure 
and dark; and fo ſpoils the Eleganc of the 
Compariſon the Apoſtle makes, 8 
Moſes's Faith fulneſs as a Servant, and Chriſt's 
ds a Son; and ſeems ſo little latisfactory, 
even to Himſelf; that I need only deſire 
the Reader to compare our Two Explicati- 
ons together, and follow That which ſhall 
5 to him moſt reaſouable. et kt 
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ceouſneſs of God, in the 


LI 


Sand ow Saviour Fefis Clin. d 


doctrine, 


Ne 289. 


I do acknowledge (and I obſerved it be- ne- 


fore in my Scripture-do@rine,) that the 170 
words Lo 18 hes nue, : 8 ow . 
Inos yy e4r5's, |] may, in true grammatical 
Conſtruction, equally be rendred, either, 


The Righteouſneſs of our God, and of our 
Saviour 7 eſus Chriſt, or, The Righteouſneſs 
| of our. | 


Jad and Saviour Feſus Chriſt, So 
that, if one Man thinks the word, God, is 
here meant of the Father, and another 
thinks that it is rather applied in this place 
to the Son; Neither of their Opinions can 


be demonſtrably diſproved. No 
It ſeems to Me, to be meant of the Fa- 
ther; and your Friend thinks, on the con- 


trary, it belongs to the Son. Only he did 
not do well, to ſet down his own Tranſla- 
tion only, which determines the Senſe ac- 


cording to his Explication ; whereby an 
Engliſh Reader may be deceived, ſo as to 
think there is no Ambiguity in the Origt- 
nal; whereas indeed the Original leaves it 


wholly Ambiguous, and the Engliſh Tran- 


| ſlation | in Our ; Bibles determines x it accord- 
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My Reaſons for underſtanding it of the 
Father, are : Firſt, becauſe the word, God, 
throughout the New Teſtament, generally 


* 


ſignifies the Father, and therefore moſt 


probably does fo in this place likewife. 


And Secondly; becauſe in the very next 


Voiorſe, the ſame words are repeated in ſuch 
2 Conſtruction, as determines the Senfe ne- 
- ceffarily without Any Ambiguity ; a- 


ywns 79 Ses, & nos mf Kei hug] The 
Knowledge of God, and of Feſit ow Lord. 
Now fince, in the ſecond Ve, theſe words, 
e Knowledge of God, and of Jeſus our 

ord,] are in the Original placed in ſuch a 


Conſtruction, as of neceſſity to ſignify God 
the Father in Contradiſtinction to Fe ſus" our f 
Lord; *tis probable that, in the ft Ferſe 
likewiſe, thoſe words, [Ihe Righteouſneſs 
of God, and our Saviour Feſws Chriſt,] 
though placed ambignouſly in the Original, 

et were intended in the ſame manner to 


to Je ſus our Saviqur. 


 fignify God the Father, in Contradiſtinction 


Tour Friend's Reaſons for underſtanding 


this Text the other way, are: Firſt, that 


the words [Kvejs ine, 194 mip®] our 


Lord and Saviour, are often uſed conjundly 
of Chriſt. But This is 2' very different Et. 
JVC 
ways meant of Chriſt, and never of the 
Father; Bur on the contrary, God our Sa. 


viour, is always ſpoken of the Father, and 


never 


. 3 5 
„ „ e e ͤ „ . wv -3.a &- has ways OC 3 


Ane ih. 


ö Commandment 72 God our Saviour, and the 
rd. Feſus Chiſt; and Tit. 33 4, 6, The 
abe , God our Saviour, which He ſhed 
on SA neee through Jeſus Chritt our 

,t Lis moſt probable therefore, that 
in 1 preſent Text likewiſe, both God and 
ou. Seviour Fefus Chriſt being mentioned, 
it Was intended to be underſtood ditindtly 
both of the Farber and of Chriſt. Secondly, 
Your. Friend alleges, that thoſe other the 
like words, Tir. 2, 13, Le ue Oer 8 


er of Wr . 1 « Tic A 1, © 


cu ene 'nugr Inos elcs, The Great G 


and bur Saviour Feſus Chriſt,] though he 
acknowledges them to ſeem, in our Engliſh 
Trauſlation, againſt him; yet were under- 
ſtood dy Clemens Alexandrius and Gregory 
Mien, as if the Apoſtle had ſaid, Our 

Great God and Saviour Feſus Cbriſti And 
This Senſe he inclines to think the moſt 

probible,-becaufe the word [CHrpaperce, The 
Appearing of "&c.] is never uſed elſewhere 
2 the New Teſtament, but of Chriſt; the 


being never: \laid- to Appear. 8 


This reaſon, I think, is by no Wen ſult iy 


cient : For, „Chriſt bei ng 


Inuiſible 6⁰⁴⁵ theſe wks” "he? glorious I 


| Appearing (or, the Appearing of the Glory 
| of i Great \God'vand our Saviour 1 
Chrift, (as our Engliſh Tranſlators rightl7 
e Text every N 4. 


F = vine 


eg to the nde 


of thoſe on er 1 preſſions, that 
God ſhall judge the World by Jeſus Chriſt, 

and that Chriſt ſhall'come in the Glory of his 

Father, that is, the Glory of his Father ſball 


appear inveſted ; in Him. Beſides; the words, 
[a8 neh Ge, The Great God,] being in 


the 9125 Teſtament the Character of t 


ther; Deut. 10, 17; 2 Sam. 7, 2 non; oct; 


2,5; Nehem. 9, 32 


377 


36, 26: 'Pſe 86, 


10; Fer. 32, 18; and in the Neu- Tefta- 
ment never uſed of Chri#; but of the Fa- 


ther only, Rev. 1 


„17 ; is therefore ver 7 


reaſonable that they ſhould- here alſo be 


underſtood. 


Eſpecially,” conſidering the 


general Style of St Paul: Who, having laid 


it down as a Foundation, 1 Cor 


8, 6, that 


0 Us there is but One GO: D, the Father : 


and One LO RD, 'Fefi ur Chrift ': and , 

43 3, 6, One LO 255 One 60 D And 
Father of . does ſo — and uni- 
Ne mh Bow! to this Rule of» expreſſion 


* For in Rom. 9, 5, it is 
uncertain whether the word, 
God, was originally in tha! 
| Text; 2 and, if it was, whe- 


ther it be not there ſpoken of 


the Father. In 1 Thr, 3, 16, 
inſtead of the word, G0 

all the Old Verſions have it 
[qui or quod] Which, or He 
which: And all the” Antient 


Fathers, though the Copies of 


many of them have it now in 


the Text _ n God; 


through his whole Writings, 
that (in all * unconteſted 


places) he never fails to 


confine the word, Goal, to 
the Father, and (except 2410 
Citations out of the YT 
Teſtament, . the word, Lord, 
to Chriſſ; At leaſt, when- 
ever Both are mentioned to- 
OR \ Beſides: 118 


e 
$US CHRIST our Savi- 


uſtified by &= 


4 and is there ſpoken of a 


than an 
It may 


605 — ath AP PEAR. 
ED to 41 Men; booling 


„ for the glorious APPPEAR- 


IVG of the GREAT 
GOD, WT our Saviour 7E. 
S8 CHRIST; is ex- 


actly g parallel. to, and ex- 
rlathedb „ That other Paſ- 
ſage in che next Chapter, 
Tit. 3; 4, 6, [ The Kind- 
neſs and LOVE f GOD 
our Saviour, 
Father,)* 
PEAR ED 


through 


our z that, being j 
bis G G RA CE. 845 But be- 


fore I leave this Text, tis 6 
quaint | 
the Reader with an Argument in fivour of 


reaſonable” that I 


paſſe, [The GRACE of 


(viz. of the 
toward Man A P. 
—which HE 


FE E Collection. 


yet from the Tenour of their 


Comments upon it, and from 
their never cirin 


it in the 
Arian Controver y, it appears 


they read it, [qui or quod 
' Which, or He Seh dil 0 


time of. Macedonius under the 


Emperour Anaſtaſius, in the 
Beginning of the Sixth Cen- 


tury. the Two paſſages 


. cited-ro che contrary by the 
learned Dr Mills in his 3 


pendix, That from 7 


Martyr does not prove he did, 
but rather that he did not, 


read it ou Eod ; and That | 


from Athanaſin, is out of a 
Bookacknowledged to be ſpu- 


rious. And therefore theſe 
Two Texts, [I Tim. 3, 16, 
and Rom. 9, 5,] are by your 
Friend himſelf omitted in his 
Laſtly, Heb. 1, 8, 


is only a Citation out of che 


45h Lipſon, wherein the word 
TMR is rendred Sie 


rſbn; whom. G O P, even His 
1 . * 1 'ok | ö 


your Friend's Interpretation. much ſtronger 


that he has bro 


77. n Ine 


5 18 cord 


ught for himſelf. 
alleged; if the Great God ſigni- 
fies Lola the Father, and not Chriſt; 
then St Paul would have ſaid, 28 ud ges 
YET, and not 


that 


imply T9 ehe Se N ].. nupy Incv.. 


Ne. 


But to This, the 1 Anſwer ws” 
that in Nouns Characteriſtical and E quiva- ; 


lent * it were) to Proper Names, tho Ar- 


F 4 


ticle | 


mos „ de is e uſed *. 98587 the: 2 8 . 
£5476 Door, eG. as 0 rugs. (grip as 6! (ares 
Though on the e contrary e. Fees is never 

"+. eas or Pede. 0 8 bas og nor e 4 


80 S. 5 > had 1 ns; bed "2 
** 9 (chat i 18, TY lieu) net Aeg Ter | 


| : bil 5, every Body would have underſtood b 


1-4: 56 fp when he fays, Ts jug 


to belong to the Father, and vel to Chriſt, 
LAY, Nec un Cd ; 


2 3 (that 1 1s,; 75 c no) d Inos Ear his N 


oy Jed meaning! is ſtill evidentiy the ſame. Thus 
Luke 2, 11, Vnta you is lern his day (aur dy) 


2 Saudi = It is put as ſignifying the ſame 
with o ids, 


and ſhould accordingly h 44 


been tranſlated, The (Saviour, (the expected 


. 231349 promfed' Saviour * hich: 


hich is Chtiſt the 
Lord. Again, Phil. 3, 20, From abence 
alſo we lool for [ owrige, here our Tranſla· 
tors rightly. render it as if it had been 0 
owTren: Ihe Saviour, * the 75 Jeſus Chriſt, 
In like manner, 1 Tim. 1, 1, the words 
which we read, * 2 and Des G- 
nu @ 2 „ Inos eig, by the. an: 
ment of God our Sabiour _ tbe Lord: Je. 
ſus Chritt, are in ſome Manuſcripts, Ng 
EM Ses (that Is, ms —— We 2 


658. Gat | is, one 


EY WY 


5 ther . our Gag rh: 7 Fe: Me. * RO 


ſays, The One only Good. God is the Son in 
he 
the Two paſſages 


e * a my — "5 ee e OBE TP 7: r n 3 © N WITS: 25 x 5 FF SU > SY . i rr TOES 8 ; 2 * W 2 TIS * — OLE - — 
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, by the 0 ommandment. 0 "God the ws = 
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1 
of 5 
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* 8 . wy 

£ ; 4 BY * 
to ; 4 ? "v6. * 
* f 9 * * 1 

% » 4 4 F x « 2 q 5 X > a 7 1 Ge; „ 1 „ « * Lig IF 2 

BOY 38 IN bu 11 „ // / oe 
j A e 6 x Þ I 4 7 1 * : e % „ e 4 d EFF SE Fs 

** 2 0 
4 * 1 


4 „ Xe 
N. 16 o, 51 . 1 W 


a 


Marr. XIX, 17. There i is None Good, butt the 
One, that i 15 C. eee Foepture. 


„ "oor, 
n . 340, 


9 This — I * Aland 8 


rhe IS 


diſcourſed at large above, M 1. I fall here*jwer, pag. 


only take Notice of what yotir Friend hass 
added New in this place, © ee... 
I had cited a paſſage of Clemens ial 


Aims, where he Paraphraſes the words 


lo kh i Cod.] by theſe which follow, 


L ] un o o avis Seavors, My Father 
which is in Heaven: Your Friend alleges 
out of him Another paſſage,” wherein he 


father. I leave the Reader to compare 
ogether, and draw from 

thence the belt Inferences he cin. Only 

let him confider, that One of them is a di- 

rect Expoſition of the Text itſelf; the o- 
ther, is IP 4 W Sent a NC whe uy 

Auth or. 15 | 

In like mapner, out * eee; Þ ci 


ted 2 paſſage, wherein, by way of Expoſi- 
tion upon this very Text, he s, [The See Scrip- 


Son, when be cume into the World, | glorified, ture. doc- 
gy e himſelf but bis ATH ER; ſaying 


"eh 


2 2 


0 OE 
>. 
* 


0 2 8 


4 


ar 
{12 


<a 


a certain Perſon that came to im, Why 
calleſt thou Me, Good? There is None 
Good, but One, that is God.] Vour Friend 
refers to Other paſſages of the ſame Author, 

where he ſays the Son ir not excluded, but 
it In the One and Only God. In what Senſe 
x This may well be Gale and yet the fame. 


Author's Comment upon the Text {til} hold 


© good and conſiſtent, that the One God there 
mentioned by our Saviour, is the Father ; 


an intelligent Reader will eaſily apprehend. 
x not ʒ then What dc 


es the erg _ 
leged, amount to 2 


-Novatian,: Sealing a hs Father, Tag 


| theſe-words: Whom alone our Lord, "juſtly. 


pronounces to be Good. | Your Friend indea- 


vours to find in the ſame Author ſome o- 


ther paſſage, Which, by a remote Metaphy- 


ſical and Scholaſtick conſequence, ſuch as 
Novatian never thought of, may ſeein to 
caſt ſome obſcurity upon this plain paſſage. 


But Novatian ſpoke every where very uni- 


formly; And his Whole Book was written 
nrofeſſed] 85 upon This Subject; And the 
Deſign of it throughout, is to maintain the 
very thing I am contending for: Which he 
has done with great Accuracy, againſt the 


5 Errours in Both Extremes: So that his 


Book is highly worth the ruſal 1 al 
Learned Men. 0 os 


And Theſe are All the Auberities your 


- Keared F riend here refers to. 


* 
* — 2 
* — * 
— 0. 59 ” 
7 " 


7 7 5 
1 \ nee * . 


. wo the Text ſel 8 4 ths True Meaning 
e this: That in the 
like Yenle as God the Father is in other 
places of» Scripture: declared to be the One 
end Only God, he is in this place declared 
to be alſo the One and Oniy Goad. Th 

| : As God the Father is, by 
| Eminence, the One and Only God, b 


| lutely of Hi — elf, Supreme, Unoriginate, and 
not derived from Any; (as Origen-learnedly 
and at large argues in the place befor 


is alſo: True God, becauſe he has True Di- 

uinity derived to him from the Fat her; 

re all: Falſe:Gods, are n Gods: at all; 

So God the Father is likewiſe, by way of 
Eminence, the One and Only Gao, „ becauſe 
He Alone is [avmaya%y; the original: un- 

derived Fountain of | Goodneſs ;,- and yet 

 Chrif.alſo//is Truly Good, by having the 
Father Goodneſs  ommunicated to him with- 
out Meafire'; whereas Falſe .Geds, have 
2 ey Dominion, nor Any Goodneſs 
at all. | 

: Ber Ti < This, your e 1 2 That 

Self aviginated and Begotten, do not appear 

ro be eſſential, but perſonal. Characters; in- 
: ferring, not a difference. of Subſtance, . 4 

different manner of having their Subſt, ſence ; 

The Son ay. 1b by Generazion 5 > 

ather 


Lab | [Divinity wt 4 = 


5 See abobe, pag. 65. * and yet Chriſt 5 


: 
1 
k 
| 
f 1 
14 
f 
U 
| 
of 
| 
{ 
i 


beer but. 


* 4 


* 


0 mem 4 "= a 
Father, — denominates bim Be gorren z 


| the "Father having it toit hour — it - 


* os, ® 
7 4 | 
7 , * 2 
* 


Hans e 0 8 affirming, in 3 


th tth are; not eſſential, 
117 0 For What is . 
Character which diſtin- 
viſhes That" particular Perſon frum all o- 
bor Perfons e and What is This, but tl 
Efente of That perſon) If we low any 
thing of the Eſſente of God, the firſt and 
of ali others the moſt effential Character of 


him, is his being dee xiſtent or Unorigina- 


ted. 'The' Subſtance of the Son, whatever 
the Native of it he infother reſpetts, yet is 
certainly derived from be" Father; other: 
wife," the Son being Self-exiſtent as well as 
the F it would follow, that Not-rbe 
| F the Son, (thlat is, Not che Fon 
22 but the Perſonality 6 ny of che Son 
was begorten f the Father. Wh ch is un- 
intelligible Metaphyſicks,' a and without ar 
Foundation in Scripture. However, your 
Friend e lowiag the Son to be Begbiten 


and _ Father alone to be SeHorig 50 


enk more properly) Daten ginated; 8 
[ grants 4 that I ang for 
Thong, 4 ae Hog time time, en ee it 


* 


: a 0 2 aig g * 
5 Hake th ben ben to N i: Ha. 


8 . ES 5 | 38A 


Ne 17. 


Rok „ 5 O hin, 0 = _ 1 
and to wa are all Fn 1 


= en, 1 0 al 


bim, or „ for the Partich 2 TT) i froquenty 4 ) 
HE is the Holy Gj. 
"Had he here intended to expreſs the S. 
bellian Notion, which in the Whole a- 
mounts to the very ſame with Socinianiſm ʒ 
denying the Son and Holy Ghoſt to be any 

thing more than mere empty Names; I 
know not how it could poſſibly have 
been declared in more full and expreſlive | 

Words. 3 | 
The Paſſage he cites out of 88 is 
not for him, but directly againit him. All 
things. (ſays Novatian, ſpeaking of God the 
* are O F Him, becauſe they wil 
TY 


4 ee 
his Command, and are THEO Te ante” © 
becauſe they are verbo ejus digeſta] put 3 in 
order by His Word ; (Not, as your Friend 
would have it, > Him as H 2 zs the 


Mord.) 


I obſerve one : thing f ales, upon E his 


Head. Your Friend is very fond of con- 


founding All Language. In the firſt Text 


be quotes, he will have [d-] to fignify 


One Thing, inſtead of One Perſon. And 


here he would have [ « duroy | to. ſignify, 


in Him, inſtead of, to Him: The Particle, 


he ſays, being F requently ſo uſed. . But 


there is no ſuch thing in the World, as 
putting one Word, in this manner, for an- 
other : And indeed it 18 impoſſible. there 


ſhould; For, at that rate, no Language 


would have any Signification. Some Gram- 
marians indeed give Inſtances of one Word's 
ſeeming to be put for another; But the In- 


ſtances they allege, are always either Cor- 


ruptions of the Copies, . or elſe their own 
Miſtakes. There are ſome places in the 
New Teſtiment, where our Tranſlators 
render ["«s cums] in him; But where-ever 


they do ſo, tis becauſe they miſtake the 


Diſcourſe 
on . Pet. 
— 


Senſe. Thus 1 Cor. 8, 6, To us there is but 
One God, the Father: 07 whom are all things 
and We In him : In the Greek it is Ta 
amr.) and we To him That is, To or For 
bis Glory; Or, (as the Learned Mr Mede 
para phraſes it) 70 whom . As Supreme We are 
| to 
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e WAY 
direct all our Services. The like vul- — 


gar Error, with regard to the Particle 
| [in} in the Latin Language, I have re- 
ated in my Annotations upon Cæſurs 
co, pag. 76, lin. 12. Sometimes indeed 
one and the ſame Word has indifferent- 
ly to or more ſignifications; and then 
it may (according as the Senſe requires) be 
underſtood in Any of thoſe Significations. 
Thus the Word [Ce-] in the New Teſta- 
ment, according to the Genius of the He- 
brew and Helleniſtical Stile, ſignifies indiffe- 
rently In or By. But there is no ſuchi thing 
in any Language, as putting one Word for 
another; And therefore e dur, (the Word 
eis having but one fignification,) can be * 
rendred no otherwiſe than 19 Him. | 


35 8 No 1 2 e £ Ts 
EES. IV, 6. One God and Father of tn te 
all, who is above all, and through all, and Scriprares 
+ W I 1 docfrine, 
zn you 4 * N 382 *. 
This (he ſays) is underſtood of the Tri- 1 
D nity, by Ireneus. If it were ſo, Ireneus's 
; Authority would ſcarce be ſufficient to 
„ prove, that One God and Father of all ſig- 
| Mitiedthe Trinity. But what Irenæus meant 
e in the place re ferr'd to, I have ſhown above, 
; Ee | 


page 


e ae — 
1 pag. 71. Tthink I need 1 or ene 
P earſon "Expoſ. On V. he re eed, Pag. 40, ; 
and Biſhop Bull (Defenſ. Sect. 4, cap. 1,'F. 

2,) underſtand this Text of God the Fa 
tber only. The words of the Apoſtle are 
very expreſs, without a Comment: There 
is One Spirit, —One Lord, One God and 
Father of all, who is above all and 0 
155 and in ar all. 
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In the ps IT. TL 13-.The Zr 225 of the 
Seriprme- Great God, [or, t J Ppearing e Glory 
N 3956. of the Great God 1; and our Seviour ge 


In the An- 71 
. N. 8 us Cn . 


Here your ink ieder 5 60 to n 
he had ſaid before upon this Text, under 
the Head (N g,) Under which Head, I 
alſo have at large * of bing above, 


Page 5 


+ 5 0 | 
_— I Jonn We, 2x: This is he Tri God 
N* 410. and Eternal RF n from 


In the An- 
e fi ILAolo. 


8. See al. 1 
Di my 3 Your Le Friend 8 the whole 


ter to Dr * thus: The Son 8 God 4 is come, and 


+ Wells, 


og YEE bach 


8989 32 


"Ig; We are in 2 1h * is" True, 
is Son Fe 11 Chiife.” This C viz. Je- 
| 5 Tris God and Eternal 
Life : Litth Chillren, bang _ ves PER 


Kl. 


oe 134 TRY use ed the . ade: 'Y 
2 Fon 1705 Gel i is come, — bath [mag 110 


we may lugs 100 A eee tha Father 
revealed by 1 the Son 5] And we are in Him 
that is True, hs viz. in [Tha True God, by 
(or, throu h) is Son Fe ſus Chriſt. This 10 
the "True ( rod, and Rielna Life, F'viz. This 
God, whom 'the Son has given us an Un- 
derſtmding to know, is the True God; 
and to know and acknowledge him, and to 
be In him in (or by) his Son, this is eternal 
Life: : Sys ec 0 Nn. Sine Oil, (Au 
5. 5, Col alan: This is the True God. and 
This the. Way that leads to him 3 This is 
the true Worſhip'of God, by his Son, un- 
to eternal Life:] Little Children, keep Jour 
Lg Frems 1d ole, {from m | dol-Worhip PE 


„The eaſons fap — of theſe Interpret 
bios, Are as HOWS” 97% T0 


3 5 8 5 2 5 * 4 ; . * 
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TI True God, whom the 0 on of God bas 


-'throus 


| iC in to be the Way, „ the Truth and the 


* 


hos. et w 
T7 Co mene, 


Ne Friend BID in the firſt FED thac 

— the nts Deſign of the Epiſtle, is not to 
3 the Truth and Exiſtence of the One 
only God, in eppoſition to Idols; but to 
incourage Believers to continue in the F aith 


of the Son of God, by aſſuring them that 


they had er 1 by virtue of That 
Faith. And from hence he ſuppoſes the 
Apoſile to conclude, that the Son of God, 
JFeſus Chriſt, is Himſelf the True God, -and 
the only way to Eternal Life, or rather Eter- 
nal Lift: itſelf; and that therefore Men 
ought to keep. themſelves from 1ols, 
from All Means of approachin £ God, bel 2 
. Divine Perſun. 
But now This Argamcat proyes juſt the 
5 — to what your Friend intended. 
For if the Deſign of. this Epiſtle be (as in- 
deed it is,) to ineourage Believers to conti- 
nue in the Faith of the Son God, as that 
© wherein their Eternal Life conſiſts; and to 
- wartthem to keep from 2dols, ah is from 
All other means of 4 oaching God. but 
ugh this divine erſl LE, Does. it not 
from hence plainly. 3 that the Apo- 
ſtle, in his Concluſion, means to declare 


Lit, the only Ban F agbroaching God, 
that is, not of approachin himſelf, but o 
approaching his Father, who is here Riled 


& wen 


— 


wen , 28, 2. 
Diven us an Underſianding to know, and; by 
giving us That Underſtanding, is our Eter- 

a_ er 8 
A s the Deſn af the Goſpel, is to ſhow, 
that This it we 7 Eternal, to know the Only 

True God, and Feſus Chriit whom He has 

ſent, Joh. 17, 3.5 and again, Fob. 20, 31, 

Theſe things are written, that ye might be- 

lieve that Feſus is the Chriſt the Son of God, 

and that beliebing ye might have Lift through 
his Name $6 fle Deffen of this Epiſtle. is 
to ſhow, that our Eternal Life conſiſts, in 
believing Jeſus to be the 80 N of God, 
nd in being brought by him to the know- 
ledge and acknowledgment of the Tie God 
in oppoſition to all Idols; and not in be- 
lieving him ſthe Sen f the True Goll, ] to 
be himſelf that very ſame individual Trae 

God that very fame Perſon} whoſe Son he 

18. Perſe the 50 of this Chapter; Who ts 

he that overcometh the World, but he that 

believeth that Feſus is the SON of God 2 


* 


N = 


And Ver. 11, 12, pal This is the record - 
that God ' bath proven. to us Eternal 75 : 
And this Luft is in his SO N. He that 2 
the Son, bath Life ; and he that hath not 
the Son of God, bath not Life. Theſe things 
habe I written unto you that believe: on the- 


Name of the SON of God, that ye may 


* 


bub that ye babe Eternal Life, and that ye 
may believe on the Name of the SON of. 


* S SF 
3 85 
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kt , * * 


doubt (be ſays) can be made, but that the 
word True belongs here to Chriſt; and 
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In the next place, your Friend alleges, 
that the word [An. Sis, and & 4 Nic, 
He that is True, is in St John's Writings 
feldom applied to the Father; in this firſt 


Epiſtle, never applied to the Father; but, 
in all his Writings, frequentiy applied to the 


PF 


that is True; Rev. 3, 14, Theſe: things 
faith the 1 and True Witneſs, & 
Rev. 19, 11, He that ſat upon the white 


Horſe, was called Faithful and True; as if, 


Trae, were a Name or Attribute more par- 


* ticularly the Son's. And from hence he 
infers, that therefore probably in the pre- 


ſent paſſage alſo, the words, Him that is 
True, and, in Him that is True, and, the 
True God, are all ſpoken of the Sen: Eſpe- 
cially ſince, in the Conſtruction of the 
words, [We are in Him that is True, even 


5 in his Jon Je ſius Cbriſt,] | tis plain (be 
Jas) that the Terms, in Him that is Tre, 


are explained by, in his Son; ſo that no 


therefore tis a ſtrong Probability, that they 
are meant of Him alſo in the foregoing 


words, that. we may know Him what is 


True. 


Now JAll this (which I have repreſemted 


In its full force) is very plauſible to an 
Unlearned Reader, and (I believe) very 


TFT 


LN 


F 
Wands PI FS ET TRIAL Cr ny, 1 rn 


b 1 John 5, 20, 5 
1 ncere (as the whole Book ſeems to be) 


; in the Writer himſelf. But N Nothing 


is more Impoſlible, than This his Interpre- 
tation. For it all depends upon Tuo very 
great Errours: One, an Errour in the rea 
ing of the Origi nal; The Other, a Miſtake, 
in the Engliſh Yanſlation. The Firſt, is 

an Exrour in the reading of the AT J 
. or if your Friend had (as it was reaſona. 
ble he ſhould have done,) conſulted Dr 
Mills; he would have found that the Moſt, 


E and Beſt Manuſcripts | have it, [ive Nr,, 


u + & rs, See,] chat. we may knou 
1 him that is 74 but] the True GO D. 


very right, that LA rde, or 5. Annes 
be that FT, True e,] when uſed alone, 48 Rev, 


Nom though your: Friend's Obſervation f is 


19, 11, e ſignifies the Son, becauſe i it 


is of the ſame imp 
avs] the. Faithful and True Witneſs, Rev. 


14; yet, on the contrary, when it ig 


: 11 with [Sede] God, it always 5 pa 


the Father, and never the Son : Fo 


1 That chey might. know Thee the Onh 
r 


ye God (. Ts Jrav, | and Feſus Chriſt 
whom. thou Bat ſent; 5 And 1 Thy 1 9, To 


rt with Lö dds D 


ſerve the Living and True God, [Ot can 


| Ing, 1. and to wait. for His Son Tom Hea- 
ven, The firſt part therefore of the Text 
before us, according to. the true Reading, 
* thus; 7A . 7 God 7 * CONE. ne, ond 
G t 


„ 1. ; 
2; 2 * ak Wet; 
i 289 N ; 
n 
N vl 


1. ee 


hat bath given ag an Underſtanding 05 ya 20% 


Nh G c A ν Feoy] that we may. now 
the True Gad, | @ ech &» to 3 An d and 
we are an That True Gad; or, in the True 
One; ſo the word ought to be rendred, and 
not Gs we tranſlate it, 5 in Him that is True s 
For the meaning is not, Cin Perace,). in 


Him that ſpeaketh the Truth but, in 
Vero] in Him that Is the True One. Baſil, 5 


in his Fourth Book againſt Funomiy g, reads 
the Text thus; 55 le eu Gage, AN- : 


| Sway Oey, % eo s To 4 US df 


ue yerme. that we may know the Only 
True 64 and we are in 45 True Son Tei 


Cbriſt; Which Reading, though corrupt, 


yet confirms the Authority of thoſe Manu- 


Feripts, which, in the former part of the 


r the word Oey. The Other 


Errour | our Friend is guilty of, is His be- 
ing miſ-led by a Mifftke in the Engliſ 


Tranſhtion 3 the following words, E 
zone, Ov Tw 4 Ar, ov 10 U® 2928 1 10s 
4 which our Trane, following 
erg too implicitly, render thus, We are 
in Him that is True, even in his Ga eſis - 
Chriſt. In which words (fays your Friend) 
"I plain that the Terms, in Him that is 
* True, are explained by, in his Son. 5 10 


* that no doubt can be made, but that 


* the word True belongs to Chriſt et 


if this were lo; and the Os in Hm that 
OO d Pe ; i 


over brougf 


n 


is True, were meant of Chriſt; Whom 
then woutl the word, His, refer to. in the 


on 1 K Ing 5, 30 2 - ; 


following Period, even in HY IS Ion Jeſut 
Chriſt 2. Is. not, HIS Son, is much as to 
tay, the Son [4 470 58) of That True One 8 
and if then by That Frue One was meant 


Chrif, would not This be to ſay that Feſus . 

Chrit was the Son of "Himſelf? Or, does 
the word, His, refer to ſome very remote 
Antecedent : ? The True Rendring therefore 


plainly is; that "we may know the. True Gd, 


and we are In That True God BY his Son. 
of Chri#t : That i 18 5 Chriſt has not on. 
y given us an Underſtanding to E and 
acknowledge the True God, but has more- 
15 us to a ſtill nearer Union and 
Communion with him, even fo as to be In 
Him: Thus ch. 4, 15, ' Whoſoever ſhall con- 
feſs that Jeſus 7 the Son of God, God 
Tae in Him, and He in God; And Joh. 
Thou, Father, in Me, and I in 
This, 3 They alſo may be one in Us. The 
Defign of the Apoſtle is' not to prove 8 
our Friend ſuppoſes, ) that we Are in Chriſt; 
4 to infer from thence, (That being the 
Premiſe, not the Concluſion of his Ar, "2 
ment,) that in like manner as Thoſe w 


are in the World, (ver. 19,) are ere 


LS mf mornps] in tbe Evil One, .and, becauſe 
they have not the Son, therefore neither 
have they the Father, ch. 2, 233 ſo We, 
on the contrary, who Are in Obriſt, are 

SE "2 4 ee "HOP 


640 boy Lis Sor 


12 5 * 


20 7 lefus 22 
25 or, ere int 
7 7 & , 


9 


1 8 „J to dee an 5 
inthe. True 0 then, BT. hi. | 
Gi 1X - So the repolition 150 15 Es in 
3 7 5 Idiom. \Thys® Vere. 1 1150 ok rt nis 
e ce „ This is the Record, that a 
at ven to us. ternal Li 7, and This Li e 
52 16 (that. is, 172 or 14 2 bY bis Son 
uin, ver. * This . = He t at Cal e bo, q 
Vater |. vs | and lood ;, not by ter 
wt. EN w. 0 only, bur by Wates and 
Blood. Or, the words 1 5 0 be rendred thus; 
Ve are In That True Cod, by being IN 2 
Son Jeſus Chriſt Taking t ti PS tio 
n its uſpal Significatian ; As cb. 25 # 
7 15 continue In the Son and In the Fa- 
ther. But the mor2 natural rendring of t the ; 
ords before us, is Gs, I ſaid) We are in 
757 1 True, Go 1 bis Son Feſus 1 e 
ſuppoſe. the \poſtle had Haid in t 


5 _ e, according to his uſual. ; Style, ehr 
So S , [E, ds cv nay, | ov md ye 
uns. 145 Nr it would tl len have deen 
1 N 


„20, 21. 


on 1 Jol f 5 
nianifeftly io 


"2 


his. Son Fefus Chriſt. Laſtly, if any one” 


all allege, that the Præpoſition [V] re- 


the ſame Sentence, cannot ſo vary, as in 
the one part to Be rendred, in, and in the 
other, by; the following undeniable In- 
ſtarices will convince him of the contrary: 
Aﬀs = 44, Ow Tots. e N ow Ty 25% 
was with (or amon 80. our Fathers | in the 
2 Rom. 1, 9, oy * WIYVHGT fer 
ev Tf wvaſythig, with my Spirit, in the Go. 


Ret: _ Gal. s 5 20, oy pM, ow me, 1 in the 15 


„ by che Faith Ephel. 1, 3, C, To 


75 oy rats eTveavios. Gy YET, with alt 


Bleſſings in H. eaventy Places 1 in Chriſt Epheſ. 
2, 6, & wis emvegvios & NIN, in Hea- 
venly Plates i in [with or by] Obrist: Epheſ. 
33 21, Cw TH EX Ang, ow XET'® in the 
Church by Chriſt - 2 Th. I, 4, ov Pry oy. 
Gs e in Leoncerning] Jou in the 
Churches : 1 Joh, 4, 9, & Ter@—cy nar, 
in This—towards us. And thus likewiſe 
L in the preſent Paſſage, ov N ani ow nd 
Us curd, in the True One by his Son. ; 


In the third place, your Friend alleges | 


that Ireneus , and forme other of the Anci= 
ents, ſtiled Chrift [Perus Deus] True God, 
pr, AS the better Copies of Irenæus 2 

ave 


Hble 10 tee the latter 
 Prepoſition [8,] otherwiſe than, BY. We 
| are in the T7155 Gad, tand He in Us, 737-7 


eated (as in this place) ry rogether in 


S 
W. 


1 
ö 


(as I have above thown at large, 


lib 3. cap. 


. chrough- 


2 „ 
out. 
e * I 


196. 


have it, [Yer Deus, Truly God ; And that 


therefore Chriſt is moſt probably meant in 
this Text by the Words, This is the True 


Tas... 


 lTanſwer; Irenæus very juſtly ſtiles Chriſt 
True God and Truly God,; meaning thereby, 
aboye ſhown £45: 11, 

vet .Self-exiſteng, Independent,  Underivadl 
Diviniſy; but (as he 1 le explains him- 
ſelf in the * Book your Friend fo often re. 
ung RECEIVED from bis Fathet Trae Di- 
vinity and Dominion over the whole Creation; 
whereas Falſe Gods have no Divinity or 
ominion at all, But in what Senſe ſdever 


I 


| „„ typ {ok 1 | * ; SECS : 5 
Chrif is by Irene! affirmed to be, and in 


Apparent Prejudice can hinder a Man from 
ens, x 
Tue God; ) I fay, the preceding Word, 


Hse that it True, being ſpoken (as I have 
now thown) not of tne: Son 5 (as your 


GOD, and we are in Him that is TRL 
JJ ͤͤò—;àve... 2 ef hE hs 


reality is, True God; yet in This Text tis 
not He, chat is ſpoken of by that Name, 
For the preceding Word, He that is True, 
(to which your Friend thinks nothing but 


ferring the following Words, This ig the 


£3 


„ riend ſuppoſes,) but af the Father; it fol- 
lows plainly that the next W ords, This is 
the True God, are meant alſo, not of the 
Son, but of the Father. For it cannot be, 
but the fame Perſon muſt be ſpoken of 
throughout; that we may know the TRUE 


1 on 1 John * 20, 21. 197 
[in That 1 2 RUE, GO D] 556 or through) © 
0 thaw e e FRB 
| G OP Ge. The word, Lewe, This, refers 
back, as is moſt natural and uſual, not to 
the 5 word in . but to the lo 985 nd 


RY «t, 


55 ol irene to 9 7 9 5 with your Friend 

ſuppoſes ; J he would not have faid, 5s 
„ but Eg & r, or 23 * 7-0: XS 

Naher would he have ſaid, 578. iow Le] 

Gd eos; for That would have been 

affirming the Perſon of the Son to be 

the very Perſon of the Father before- 

mentioned; but he would have ſaid, 5. 

| iew, or 5 5 9 Se, A Andes Secs, For, 

as I before 4 rved, though ©cos is often 

the fame as 5 S., yet, on the contrary, 

5 Less is never by Any Writers put or 

| Leds: As the Learned well underſtand. It 
| ought alſo to weigh ſomewhar with your 
b Friend, that None of the Writers of the _ 

| Three F irſt Centuries allege theſe words, 


This is The True e AS Tpoken of 
Chriſt. 


WTF % * „ 42Y 


Laſtly, „your end urges in the kt 
place, TN * the following part of the 
© Context, Eternal Life, is another Argu- 
ment that the Perſori of Jeſus Chriſt is un- 
N *: derſfood by the True God: For it wn not 


Ob TS LEE ISL Tots J 2 | 


5 
f 
7 
WW 
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2 
1 


This the Way that le 


, 5 . : 8 3 G 
4A Co omientary._ 


40 (a he,) that thoſe BET . 1 
55 pay op are ſpaken of any other 
« Perſon; in the whole Epiſtle, vr of. 
« the, San only 5 38. > K . 


. 11. 1 E. I. then the Son be 
A eternal fe z 
« I this, eternal Life, ; muſt. be the, Son 


.the True Gad, HO 


n 
That the Tens, eternal Life are indeed | 


in this whole 5 applied only to the 


Son, is very hut This proves, not 
what vour Fiend, uppoſes, but the contra- 
25 b F or St Jahn does: not ſay, that The 

rue God. IS eternal Life; but he There- 


fore calls the Son eternal 1 e.: . becauſe. it i 18 


He ag Mp geth us to the True God, He 


4 8 dt, 1 5 3 5 10 


has given us an Un. 
s the True God ; 


be In 2a in TO or 55 his Son, This is eter- 

ual Life : Tae, ed &FuNvos ri 2 (zvm) | 

"4 n cron : 18 A8 True God, and 
s to him: This i is, 


| having the Father and the Son, 1 Jobn, „e 


22, 23 5 and 2 John, 9. This is the True 
Religion, the arſhip 0 of this True God 
os an 


; 
4 
| 8 


nd t a ls "a Jedos\ Chriſh : Lied- 
«an our 8 "_— e Be- 
ware of Idol-wo hip. 


„ Friend 5 Ga, 8 had — 
Om given, in which the True. God is uſed 
for the True Religion. Lanſwer: By the 

ſame Figure that Idols or Falſe Golle, in the 

| next Words, ſignifie the . 7 

f Fall Gods, which 2 8 

the very ſa me figure of ſpeaking here, the 
True God ſignifies the M orſbip of tbe True 
God, which is True Religion. Tis in Nei- 
ber Caſe, a ſtrict Tranſlation; AF in 1 

| true e Poraphraſe. 


N- 15. 
J bor 4. „ Deming the Only Lord God. [S the 
 pgvoy. Aieomomny heey, God the only Su- Scriptures 2 


- preme Governour J and (denying) - oh 
_— _ EAR 1 | ; 3 bet oy 


Thi Heteticheatis Apoſtle here foes of, FO 


are the ſame that St John mentions, 1 Fobn 
25 22, 23, Whois d Liar, [Gr. o. hue, 
The Liar, vis. Antichriſt 5 hut he that De- 
vieth that Jeſus is the Chriit ? He is Anti- 
8 abr denierh T HE" FA OO R _ 
T. 


— 5 
THE SON : Whoſoever Denieth THE 
{4 the ſame bath not THE FATHER. 


13 of 
; * 
5 


4 te 


Some Copiers of St Judes Ppitle, not 


underſtanding This Senſe of the Words, 
Which St a ſo * explains ; atid not 
_ apprehending how all 


eniers of rhe Son, 


are Conſequently charged as be Deniers 


of” the Father alſo, Fave read St Fudes 
Words thus: G nher ecm elo 


57 Ino o ev, Or, G Go bee 2 dc eru- 


 THV ＋ vl Mgr ino yeor” Henying our 


Only Maſter and and Lord, Feſus Chrift ; or, 


our Only God and Maſteh, the Lord Jeſus 


_Chriit. But tis plain that Neither of theſe 


Readings can be True: Firſt, becauſe the 
Word Ne, G. Only, can by no means be aſ- 


eribed to Chri#, as it frequently is (by way 
of Eminence) to the Father : And Secondly 


becauſe the Word [ Agomomrs Supreme 2 52 


is Never applied to CHhriſt in the New Tef- 
tament, though Grotius (by Miſtake) af- 
firms that it is, in his Note on thoſe Words, 


Pat. 3 1. Denying the Lord [ns] 


that bought them. The Comment of == 


Learned Dr Whitby upon which place, i 


| very remarkable; * Chriſt (cen bebe 


ing never ſtiled Ae&-ms in the New 


| 4 Teſtament; and S: Jude (ver. 4) diſtin- 


* guiſhing this Geo, or Maſter, from 


; & Our Lord; it ſeems moſt reaſonable to 


3.66 interpret This of God the Father; who 


“ is ſaid to have — the ate Deut. 
. 
355 


hn. Dh 2 
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3 * 
* 
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The only thing he 
7 our whereas 1 cited a Paſſage out of Biſltop 


Li EA rjon, 


. SY * 
32, 5 Tr be not thy Path" bo has 


| ol 
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6, 20, Te are bought with a Price 5 


x . 


{ 3 7 


5 thee ? And the Chriſtians, f Cor. 
. Fg) fy G od 7 in 89 1. . and 7 in 


7 J — F . > - 
2605 = = * 4 K A q 
. N > 2 
et 4 A + 9 
3 , , 
p x 1 A £ * a wy N 
4 N 


file ZUNE We ps 425 Father 2 ny 


a8 Luke 2, 295 AS 4, 24; 2 Tim. 2, 
31; Jude, 4; and Rev. 6, 10 ) fo in o- 
cher the moſt Antient Writers, and particn- 
Aarly in Clemens's Epiſtle, then carelt to the 
Apoſtolical Stile; the Word Somme, af 


= e Tom | Th emmy, [tbe Supreme Lord 


F all,] is with the greateſt Care contiun- 


ally appropriated to C 00 the Father. Whats 


*Grotius (on 2 Pet. 2, 1.) alleges to the 


contrary, out of Reſponſe ad Ortbodovor, 


18 out of a late and e Book. 


Againſt all this, your Friend has NY 


without making any Remark upon it at all. 
as here to obſerve, is; 


1 1 allege ; and therefore he lets paſs my 
- Tranſlation of the Word Henn, (whict 
I juſt mentioned. in my Scriprure-doJfrine, 
and have here more largely explained.) 
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5 _ , Pearſon, wherein That learned Writer ſays, 
= (peaking of God the Father,) that He is | 
' Power of Himſelf, and whoſoever elſe has | 
A, hath it from Him, either by Donation 
or Permiſſion. ;, © we muſt not ”, ſays your 
Friend, underſtand this Citation out of 
Pearſon, as if That learned Author meant 
that the Son received his Power from the 
Father either by Donation or Permiſſion”. 
And Why muſt we not underſtand That 
learned Author to mean, what he ſo ex- 
preſsly affirms 2 Why, < Becauſe he fays | 
in another place, that God was akvays | 
« Father, as always God. Which SEEMS 
to import, that the Character of Father 

e depends not upon the Will — 
< that the Son is as Neceſſarily Son, as the 

“ Father is Father; and that therefore his 
Power is no more by hare Donation from 
the Father, than his very Being ”. Sup- 
poſe now the latter words of Biſhop Pearſon, 

© had not only SEEMED to import, but 
had really imported what your Friend thinks 
they import. Would it from thence, have 
followed, that his former words did not 
mean what they plainly expreſs ? No: it 
_ would only have followed, that in the lar- 
rer words he had affirmed ſomething, which, 
by a conſequence, whereof perhaps he might 
not be aware, deſtroyed his former words. 
For if the Will of the Father was not con- 
ens 
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Hehe Son incunate. Wherefore though! 
the cate the Son bere (as your F nend! 


mentioned under th 

1 en nneuliat ed to, en 

0 * not included here by the Apoſtle in Him 

hom He thus ſtiles by way of Eminence 
Men ' the One Go. n 

l the Paſfa ages that follo * 

Th the):Antients; » ro prove that” they | ſled! | 


(which all Men allow to be the Father on- 


diating te him, which is the 


ole Per 


goes on) After the One God, had not in it 


ſeſf been à ſuff dene Argument that be is e. 
cluded out of the One Gad; yet the menti- - 
_ oning him with the 


Character of Media-. 
jon to the One Go 
e Character of the Per- 
idently ſhows him to be 


tour, in contradiſt 


cited out: of 


(together with your F rienls9 
re Comments upon ſome of them; 
adhacirely beſides the Purpoſe. For I 1 


already often ſhown, in hat Senſe 
tau 


ght (without the Confiian your Bens. 


introduces) that Chriſt, both God and Man,: 
5 became our/Mediatour bene e e, 


flour, 1 In 


back to His and Votes - 


5 RI bring Mer 
and Father Supreme aàbſalutely over 
Al. Ut perdueat ad Fatrem. Ibat be 
them io his Father; ſays O 


Ne Gods i in luce oe Seen ns; But One © we "i 
is put dire&ly as the Perſon mediated ro. 


in contradiſtinction to the Perſon me 
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e Ce be Word brings bak | the" Soul 7 0 
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Py in Heaven, and things „ 
Lin Earth, and things under t the Earth: © 
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it whuld not prove any thing at all againſt 
Ae. For Moſt of of thole Fathers, in thoſe 
pery Paſſages: he cites, ex lain the mſel ves 
WIIl appear immediate 50 in the very 
fame manner, 2s. IL. have does, But your, 
Friend, not content to..nmderſtan 0 
Words in the Test, in the ſame Lenſe: as 
the like words 2 bent in his 88 ty 
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55 1 Cor. 6 | 8 3. 5 My fame | Fs 
fame p55 4 theſame GOD: And 1 þo.. 


and Father 45 All: "And the like. Le, 


allege, as this Learned Author does, hart 
the word God, in all the. paſſages I cited i an 


tho ſe Three Sedo tons, ought not to be confined - 


zo the Perſon of the Father bngly, EX CEPT- 
ING only where the Conſtruction i elf 1. neceſ- 
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This to be a conſiderable Exception; even 


though ſome. Few. of the other Textsþhad 


been really miſapplied by me; as this Learn- 
ed Author has not ſnown that Any of them 
are. Again: Io affirm (as this Learned 
Author does, ) that according to the plain 


var ural Conſtruct ian of thoſe 5 1merous paſ- 
is ſtilec 


ſages I cited, wherein the Father 
God and the Onæ God, in expreſs Contradi- 


ſtinction to the Son and Spirit in the very 


_ + words of the Text itſelf ; to affirm ( fay) 
that the meaning of theſe; Texts mu#'be, 


that the word God abſolutely; or the One 


NOF onen 
be righty applied? The Reader will obſerve 


What 


Gad, ſignifies the Father conſidered with his. 


Son and Spirit; What is This, but affirm- 


ing the Father. alone, to be Father and Son 


and Spirit? Beſides: When he fays that 


the word God is applicable to the Divine 
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Nature conſulered abſolutely, without avy 


diftinftion of Perſons; is not 


> 


the 


Perſon. not This begging 
the Queſtion directly? For Where does it 
appear that the Divine Nature conſidered ab 
ſolutely, ever ſignifies any thing elſe, but 
1 of God, of the One God and 
Father of all, conſidered only abſtract per- 
haps from the Relation of | Paternity ? 
Though even Thar indeed, can hardly be 
os Ts; 
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* Ob * if Chriſt i is pare over Ml, 
| © though not abſolutely Su 


e over All; — 
© wherein is Chriſt diſtinguiſhed from the 
© Father, but only as he is a Son? For 


2 the Diſtinctions of Father and 
e e e Lord f 
 ANSW. Chriſt ; is never ſtiled either 8 


Airects us) Him that did put al "thingy 1 
der him. Supremacy therefore, is an Atti 


pute of the Farber, abſolutely 'incommunica- 


pag. Ik 47 
F- +2 only, Is gn to the Son in 


'ble. And to fay, that, taking ' awsy the 
Diſtinctiont of Father and Son, Chrift is Su- 
preme Lord of the Univerſe ; 15 only faying 
in other words, that tlie Diſtindion be- 
tween the F. ather and the Son is inconſide- 
_ and to be neglected, becauſe the Son 
alſo is Sufreme, ex ng o N 
e + 5 A . 8 


4 If the word God. Shes akind 


=. bs paſſages b. 
= 5 in Noe Section of Dr Clarke's - 
-Scriptmre-Dofrine, are very imp 
ranged under their Title, but e 5 
and third Sections are altogether. ulelels 
1 For if Chriſt be God al ſalutely, he is allo 
the Only God, the Living God, Go. 
eee It ſhould here have been added, 
the ver Le x reaſon; that the Son ir 
2 Al "the: One: Gad an 


Learne- Arenas n 66 ge more than | 
a: Hundred Texts, wherein the Con- 
ſtruction of the words neceſſarily and con - 
feſſedly determines it ſo to fi gnify. Were 
there now any Texts, wherein the ſame 
word, uſed in the ſame Manner and in the 


ſame Senſe, cle — the Son it 
avould follow —_ flity,: that the Rather Y 


Wans the Son, and the Sos dhe Faches, But 
| the Cafe! is not fo. There are, in all, 

urteen Texts, wherein the word God has 
by ſome been thonghr to {igntfy the Son 3 
| [ Matt. 1, ag Lucke 1, 15 3 Jah. 1503 
10, 35 20, 28; AG 5 20, 28; Rom. 9, 33 


1 Jim. 3, 163 Tit. a, 13 ; Hel. 1, _ 
e 1 _ wha 3, 16 3/5, 20 +a 


Text at all; as At; 
& 1 Tim. Fe 16; Or elle it is ambiguous 
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it certainly fi gnifies, not 
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by Son, but the Father. © g of them. 


Cviz. Mart. 1, 23 Joh. 10, 335 20, pz 
Acts 20, 28; Rom. 9,5; & 1'T 9 
bat . 


are juſtly conteſted as ambiguous + 


Hay ; Either it is ambiguous whether the | 


Word Liese, God,] was originally in the 
ert 20, 28; Rom. 9, 55 


whether it refers to the Father or the Son; 
and, if it refers to the Son, yet it is then 


clearly underſtood in a Senſe "different from l 


what this Learned Author ſuppoſes ; 


1 the Three laſt-cited Texts, and in — Z 


1,233 Job. 10, 33; & Job. 20, 28. The 


God, do each of them at the ſame. 


no leſs clearly diſtinguiſh him from F ele : 


the God whom be was 101 tb, whom be came 


From, and who is ſtiled His Gal anointing 
bim, &c. Which Diſtinction, is alſo (28s 1 
now obſerved) no leſs evident in every one 
'exts, ſuppoſing the Read- 
ing of them to be true, and the Son to be 


of the conteſted ; 


there ſpoken of: As may be ſeen in 54 
Notes upon each of the Texts themſelves, | 


both in the fore-going Papers, and in my ; 
Scripture-Dofrine. Add to this the uume-. 


raus places, wherein Chriſt declares that 
the Con can do nothing af OY but lives. 
| "a 


Tuo remaining Texts, Joh. 1, 1'; & 1 
1, 8 ;] wherein the Son is clearly ſtiled 
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and Authority of the Father See Serip- 
2 ö ae II, 34 mY 36. "gle! 9405 
e 60 r eee eee eee J 
5 Pres Senle, in Which the word Was un 
© derſtood before his Appearance in tlie 
© Fleſh 5" [That i 77 LE ſay, bad not the Sun 
been, ap ad ͥ , | The Father of All z 
© it is very reaſonable to believe, that he 
© would have been ſtiled God, (if he bat | 
© taken upon him That Name at all, 5 | 
ſome lower Titles; Epithets, o 
© butes, '' than the Father: was: ws — 
<Divins Perſon, and the Uke: Or, at leaſt. 
with ſore” Exceptions; 5 48 en __ 10 I 
*rhe moſt High, Nc nn 14 * 
ANSW. This is the rem manner; in 
which He is ſtiled God in the New: Taſk; 
ment. For thus Origen, (in the paſſage I 
cited above, pag. 65, 66, 67:3) ſhows that: 
dess in the Alt Verte of S John's Goſpel, 
ag there diſtinguiſhed from 6 hebe, ſigniſſes 
4 Divine Perſon. And Euſebius, in his 
Theolog. Becleſiaſt. lib. 2, cap. 17, does, 
in 2 profeſſed Diſcourſe upon That very 
Text, largely explain the fame Diſtinftion. 
Now tis well known that C Origen and Fuſe- 
 bius underſtood Greek better, and had . 
Learning, than all the other Fathers that 
ever wrote. Nay, and even Clemens Alan. 
5 £557 me 2 who _ Tobſerved above, 
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thinks * to wy — made 3 &. Pad 
anſwers; that the Exception this Learned 
Author 2 and ae, always to 2 
made. | e, ſays he; 1 Gor 
7; (chat is, tis Manifeſt to common Senſe 

0 7 


233 3 to be — wy 447 
He is always: 0 excepre 2, WH 1 
chings + ander him. And our Saviour him- 
ſelf, in all his Diſcourſes in the Goſpel, 
conſta: fry ſpeaks of Himſelf + with, Lower. 
Tiles 2ne: Epithets, than of the Father 9 
being ſent forth from Him, ſpeaking and 
aaing boy: His): Ann and 


2 OB." . vhen it awd that the Au 
prol y ha 1 & hnog: told that i it an. 
not — —— Godhead here meant, as 
Nom. 1, 205 but Divipe: Howe, as the. 
0 word Siem is rendred a D* 
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"ns i Liv 8538 not Hing Ne 
: 751 Dag e or L ominion; ; not the 
Fuß ſtancé of God, which. this. learned Au- 
thor ſeems erroneouſly. to think the Word 
Godhead fignifies,” The Wards are, fre I- 
S. ang Sha 5 Drs, | his eternal 
"Power and Divinity or "Divine Dominion. 
Oer, is as much an Attribure, AS OVpagats 
| Not the . but the Divine Daminian 
of God. So likewiſe therefore in That o- 
ther Paſſag e, Col. 2, 9, In him divelleth all 
The Fulne 15 of the Godhead; the meaning 
25 is, the Ware of . Diving Power, Dominion 
and Authority : In like manner, as Col. 1, 
Ir poſed the Father, that in Him ſhould 
: 3p t Fulneſs dwell ; and Job. 14, 10, The 
= Father that dwelleth in Me, 1. doth the 
Works; That is, not the Perſon „ hut the 

| Probe? Power, {+3 Sec ans! of the Father, 
dwelleth in Chi F 12 zo Word | bea- 
ms. Divinity, Always lignifies.; in the 
lame manner as «<»0pwrorns, and all- other 
Words of the like une And tis as 


e an Abuſe of Language, to ſuppoſe . 


rn] the Deity or E N that is, 
Daominion of God, to ſigniſie the e = 
God; as it would be to underſjand”F aylew- 
1 ai] Manhood, to ſignifie the Sub 2 5 
Aan. Vhers Deity is put (by a mere Idi- 
95 vm of the MEE” 0 Langage) for e 


and in 1 Bote 5 e 00 e 
1 Si gnification ; and Dot, a8 in: 


- Se from the relative Terms, W in 


- moral. W ritings' may alwa ays be joined with 


it. For inſtance : In t e ſame manner as 
We ay, my Father, 1 Ki and;the. like 


10 it is proper alſo to ay, my God, the God 


of Thad, the God of the Univerſe, and the 
Uke: Which Words are . of 1 De- 


minion and Go vernment, But, in the meta- 
phyſical way, it cannot be ſaid, My Infinite 
Subſtance, The Infinite Subſtance 1 
rael, or the like. Which plainly, 
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5 5 in the SAME ene \thar\ the Either þ 

God ; and as God, he is to be worſhipped. | 
11 —45 the SAME Worship; notwithſtand=: _ BM 
ing any ſuch Perſonal PREROGATIV ES: | _ 
as are here aſcribed to the Father: 
Having been careful to maintain all es 

« Perſonal Characters and DIS TIN CTL“ 
ONs, we think our ſelves not only at 
F Liberty, but obliged; in all OTHER re-. 5 
1 * ſpedts to honour the Son end" as we k da — 
5 : nour the Father. 8 I "7 30 2 Ty 4 n 

ANSW. To Ae, all Als appears! to be. 

an expreſs Contradiction in the We Is 
1 leave 1 it to the Nader to caniiler. * talk 4d 
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0 B. oth "Neo Chriſt is 48 be worſhiped 74 108 
in ALL the SAME Kinds and ie © 103+ 
of. proper. and direct Worlſhip, in which 

« the Father is worſhipped. : ;\, there is no 

: Uſe to be made of any of thoſe nietaphy- 

. tical Diſtinctions before-metitioned,-what-' 
„er Truth there may be in them. For, 
If we may offer the SAME Prayers 1 8 

Thankigivings immediately to the Son, 
as we do to the Father; — it is the ſame 

f * thi ng whether. the Perſon we apply to, be 

unoriginated or Werines,” 08! lars el 5 . 
© preme, Or not. 2 N bT 
> ANSW. This Ante to ſuch” 4 total 

Confuſion of Perſons, - as (I believe) never 

was heard of before in the Chriſtian 

Church. bs there: then 10 diſterence be- 
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ated ro? Have we un Advocate with the 
Father and irh The Son tov ? / 's it vain 
that the Apoitle dlrects us to rom 1 71 
by Chriit, as by bur great High- Priſt, Heb. 
27,725; 4, 14? bs it in vain * St Paul 
exhorts us to give thanks te God, eben the 
Father, by Chin, Col. 35 17? When we 
return Thanks to for ſo loving the 
Morldi ot hat be gane ler onlycbegotten ow: : 
would it be as proper to return Thanks to 
the SON for ſondh bis only-begotten' Son ? 
When St Pa , the Go and Father 9 - 
our Lord 775 e ee for having predeſti- 
nated us by Feſus: 1 himſelf, and made 
u Accepte: ed in 1458 ed; an praiſeth. 8 
: he Grbof of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, tht Fat her 
of Glu, for the working , bis mg bey 
Fower, which he demon ht 7, Krit, ꝛ hen 
f be rnit d him flom tlie dead, ani ſer him at 
Hin ohm 3 Hand in beavenly places, Eph. 
13 3, Oc. might ALE the SAME Praiſes 
and Thankſgivings have with equal Propric- 
ty been offered to Chri# bimfelf 2 When in 
our Devotions we fay, Thou, O Chrift, art 
moſt High in rbe Glory of Gods the Father; 3 
would it have been 2 proper and as true, to 
ſay, Thou, O Father, art moſt Hh Din the 
Glory of the Son Fit The Third Synod of 
2 decreed; on purpoſe to prevent all 
Confuſion in Divine Worſhip, and agreea- 
FINE conſtant Practiſe of the Rane. 
25 rimi- 
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4 FATHER, or not: Theſe are Confiderz- gs 
tions which never enter into the V dot... 


„ Saupe TAS (nt divien tur: omti 
when the Prieſt ſtands. at No Aar, = 
| direct hi, Prayer to the Fas » 
earned Author ima- 
e, that the Memorial of the Sacrifice of 
5 Death of Chriſt, may as. properly be 


Sacrifice 5 as to the Farber, to whom, a2 


to n „ that Sacrifice was once. of- | 
fered as an Qblation and Fropitiation for 


the Sins of the World? I confeſs, I can no 
way ſee, how this Confafione? Perſons can 

8 bly be reconciled with the Scripture 

tion of | Chriſt's being our Great High- 
Pente! our Mediatour and Advocate with 
not what: This Learned Author calls the 
wuine Nature, but, as $4 John expreſſe 
| Baan FATHER , 55 1 1 
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Prat es are offered primarily 
ther, or to the Son ; whether the 
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< as finally and ultimately tending T0 
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35 21, Unto Ein Leis. 5 Father. of our 
Lord Feſus Chrift: of whom dhe whole Fami- 
1 in Heaven and Eurth is named, Ver. 1 14,0 
Ve Glory inthe Church by Je ſus Chriſt, through- 
aut all Ages, world without'end,: Heb. 13, 
13, By Him let us offer the Sacrifice of Praiſe 
to God continuallyj. And St Peter, 1 Pet. 
4 2, That God inal Thing ae be  Elorifie 4 
| through. Feſus Chriſt. And aur Sa 
himſelf, Joh. 14, 13, TFharſpever e's cal, 
aof in ny Name, That will I do [wh Purſes 
ever e fall ack: F the FAT; 0 1 

Name, he may give it you, ch. 
that The FATHER: may be ;GLORIFEED © 
in che Son. It ought. alſo. to weigh ce 
thing with this Learned Author; that Bp. 
r e ee 
Ian, but as Gad, ). lays that 
el 1 — All the Honour paid 5 the 
gene, redubdes Ye "44 ah. Hon, redloundit 70 God: the 
+ * $7 of - | FATHER: 2000 Beg at hin; 3 
and Samen g for alleging This ves 
ty thing 28 an Argument, to prove that 
the Chriſtians did not derogate from the 
Monarchy of . 2 ar, + ifies: that 

the Notion of the Amiei 

iin beg lee Mg Chriſtians Was, that The 
feſtari; R. Ln oo GLORYOF THE F TH. ER 
| hav Dirie REDUN- wa. manifeſted: by, the Son z 28 
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the Son, Redounds TO. THE FATHER, 
* Fountain of OO. Jo wall 


oB To The meaning 35 the Text, Gul page 103 
10, 30, 1 and ny Fat her are One, ). may 
£ be (unleſs it implies a Contradiction to 
« Cas it ſo,) that the 8 ather and Son ” 
are One Being = 
ANSW. That. Two. Perſons ſhould. be 
3s Being, is 15 think) a manifeſt Contra- 
diction; and if it were not, yet it would 
not at all from thence follow, that it was 
the True Meaning of the Text. See this 
Text at Wy TRY: kel ll. hte Xs 


Ge. © 195 Sb ear 6 KEN N 
ON. Theſe — 05 3 my . pag, 100 

are One,] are ſpoken by the Son, who, if 

© he had been a different Being from the 

f * Father, and conſequently . inferiour to 

3 him, would not have expreſſed himſelf 

in ſuch a manner. ay nous. ANY E- 
_ 3 
ANW. What 3 1s implied i in 

thele Words, has at large been ſhown W 


bag. 144, Oc. 


OR. |. Why may we not ty, 15 Fa- 74 108 
3 * ther and Son are One and the ſame. Being, 
as well as One and the ſame Thing? 
ANSW. Becauſe many things may well 
Rh a be ſpoken fouratively, which 
1 cannot 


x bes, 5.0.07 Paul lays . 
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8 were One. and; the one 1 5 57 But 
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217 And when our. " Saviour 8 that 
lag and His Fay, a might be One; could 
he as prope: vn hpi One Being 2. Tam 


not aware, that the word One, in this man- 


ner of ſpeaking, ever ſignifies, - Mm Y 
"Author what: Aer, Th e Wer 
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|  ANSW. That the word 05 — 
ice, fignif ing perſon. LD amaiitns, £ ety or 
Government ;, is evident from hence that! Ii 
| ks 205 as we fay, My Maſter, M4 Father, 
es us to Is alſo, MT Godd, „The God e of TM 
el, and the like: Whereas on the other fide 
| we cannot ſay, Hy Divine Nature; the Di- 
vine Nature of Ifrael, or the like. Which 
evidently ſhows, that the word Gad in 
Scripture is always uſed to expreſs a Perſon, 
and not That w ich this 1 earned 1 4 97 | 
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2 that i is, one nd the ſams Being 2=If fa 
A > a 7e, "Fi | 57 24 
in ber, Matt. T, 20, fienifies the ſame 
38 E 5 1 # He whic 15 1 een l 
and 170 3 10% Tbat boh ; Thin 
4 which ſhall be born, Le 1, 35 7] Bgniftes 
* the fame. as L 8 49 I at Holy 2 55 71 
and DI f abe p; Two 
© Things in'Sub/i/ten ce, I is uſed by "Origen 
78 end. [rwo real diſtintt Ferſond : 
_ © Why" chen may not the Word [57 in 
5 el; mean a Soup 255 7 ” As 


4 


2 2 
JS He 


Sean 8 n ba 75 88 * 
à particu eing,  ſubſſtin it ſelf, is, 
in things indued 5 : . be, 5 the 
ſame as Perſon. The reaſon therefore, 
Hides that the whole Thread of his Diſcourſe 
leads to another Interpretation,) why our 
Saviour could not here mean to affirm, that 
He and his Father were One Being, is be- 
cauſe he would thereby. have affirmed" that 
= 7 * „ Which this hn” 


2 


4 


< wor Perſon,) one. and the fume” Pa, 1 


8 > A 2 — 2 
5 n 


n 


"OS. 


f 


ed 1 C. his „ ne- 
_ ceſſarily infers it, yet) cares not to affirm. 
As tg the critical Diſtinction between as. 
and v, the Truth is evidently This. Be- 
cauſe every Perſon 1s, a Being, but Ge 
© 


See above, Being is nat a Perſon ; therefore &, whi 


Þ 4. 125 « 


and I 


is of the Oy imited Signification, and 
expreſſes intelligent Being or Perſon only, 
en never poſſibly be extended to ſignify 
Being in general: ? Bur 7 2, which i of fr 


Being in general, may alſo 5 pl of ſuch 
4 Being, as is an intelligent Be 1 is, 
a. Perſon. Therefore ae and m» 


dr might properly be uſed by 8 Markos 
7 as We . as. 0 a MO and 6 09e 
Seis; "becauſe the Subj ect mentioned, (be- 


fides that perhaps, To EE 18 referred 70% 
J 


was equal 455 both a Holy Thing and a Ho 
Perfon. But 25, in this place of S. John, 
cannot ſignify One Being; becauſe the Sub- 


ject ſpoken of, being an Incelligent Being, it 


_ ould conſequently. have meant the ſame as 


jag. 113. 


&s One Perſon - Which confeſſedly not being 
our Saviours intention to affirm, it follows 

of Neceſſity that the words muſt be under- 
ſtood e bor xi in the manner that has 


been above explained at % 2%: 144: 


WY © This Tax, [ts 2400 my Ne are 


C One,] Cannot be underſtood of Chriſt as 
& er FE being PO 8 brought to prove, 
= 3 even 


4 — — 
& ; — 


3 of Some Confidetations e. 3 
©, even bY the Ariane themſelves, that Chtiſt 
45 *1s 'Go YEE NR * : 
ANSW. This i is no Ob; ection "as BN 
any thing T have affirmed.” However, 8 
deſerves to be taken notice of; that tlie 
Reader may obſerve, how apt even the mol 
Learned and Able Writers ſometimes axe, 
to uſe Arguments which. conclude nothing, 
Becauſe the Artans allege This 1 08 to 
prove Chriſt to be 54 in cher Senſe. | 
it therefore follow, that it Can 
derſtood of him as Man 2 D0 Arians x 
allege more Texts, than are 0 fh 0 
what they allege them for? And is it not 
at leaſt Poffible, that Chriſt might. mean 
the fame, when he fays, I and my Father 
are One; as when he fays, They 155 Dil. Jol 173 
ci ples] may be One, even as We are One ö I N 
in Them, and Thou in Me, Sc. 


OB. 'G Since the OP We of Under- 1 pag. 1131 
Iſtanding the meaning of /ngle Texts-re- 
* lating to the preſent Controverſy, is to = 
ider them ALL together in one , 
2 * View; 4 have added——SOME. Paſſages "OY 
1 Scripture, in which the Father, 1 
1 bo: Son are mentioned together, in ſuch "2 - 
manner 28 to. imply their Equality of 1 


— — — 222 „ 
» —— — — - N — 


e f | [i 


s 


2 Unity. | 
"ANSW. Since the trueſt way of under 
: ſtanding the? meaning of ſingle Texts rela- 

: ing to the preſent Controverly, is to conſi- 


| 1 "B'S. " _ ann 


n 17705 5 m OX ane View; T 
Fine Author would have Jon = 


* Ne. 4 ee are in Fu Nees Leiben. 65 


I 


2 8 9 115 ee 0 he 3 


N Ji 01 al 5 them Ne ofa con- 
Malek is Noon. . And, of thoſe Texts 
which, 35 5 has here collected, there 
is nt One N expreſſes the 1 25 he 
alleges them f 
Baptiſm, ys 1 
246. We fays only 


Concerning tl be Form of 
is. his r 775 ext, he 
e may we [PPOSE. it to 
8 x45 * 2 4 wality. And Many of the 
very Texts he here cites, do themſelves 
prove juſt the contrary to what he TR 

them as dar Particularly, 8 5 

1 Job. 14, Is Te believe, in God ; bel eve 
© alſo; in Me 7 5 
PE 17 1773 Thes re Oil True God, 
i J and feen Chr wh non 1 Pe el 
1 Christ jeſus. ee ee Ol 
15 2 6 = 25 Tom. 2 our EY Ils Gini 
bimſelf, and God even our Father. 

1 Tim. 5, 21. 1 charge thee before. Goa, 
and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt; and the ele 
JAP; SAR laſt words are ap 
Rh te 


9 Which they e parry er . 
bec aſe they ſhow that the word, 41 


Farm: of Bantifas | fas no Weight in 
ñĩt to prove ſuch an Equality or Iden- 
- tity. as he there contends for. 
Tis 1, 2. Peace from God, the Father; 


90 . Ny: Y e 775 


2 Job. 3 . Peace from God, the Fakher: | 


<4 1 as the Lord Jefus Watt, the = 


Son of TR $5 Fo c 
Sand oe: „12, 10, ng 6 our 
| end the Power of HIS Crit 


0 


"ok Ter 
In Di Clarke gms it to be doubtful or 


upon Which he lays. great Streſs in the 1 3 


and the forg: J eſus Chriſt, our: Savi- 


Nee a nn n 
2 ; ; * wy * + e a « ? 2 N 9 
* : ' 3 . 4 # . FJ 1 
4 3 FR” 3 ö 
* e a , L ; 1 bf : S x 45 - N - 
> 1 7 11 Is 2 | a 7 * FEES 0 
+l | 


eg many Pelges ata pag. 1223 


£ ambiguous: whether the Father or Son he 


< meant{þy the word, Lord;] This is a-very 


good Argument, that it is all one, of A 


< which thoſe p Palldgeos underſtood. P5709 
: "a e Sub je dl matter of - Gini 
particular Text 


ſpoken of in thoſe particular 


its, is indeed ſuch, as makes 
uous whether ' Chriſt or God the 


Texts. i Bur it does. not at all from thence 
follow, (which is the general Inference - 


this Learned Author every where aims at,) 
that therefore in the whole Seripture 


there is no Diſtinction made between the 


os a and the Bone * word, 3 


1 4 


1 


SS» 
* 


E dat. „ h 


wt Pais v Bpiſtls, rl ſignifies 
Cbriſt And tis à manner of ſpeaking 
1 in the Chriſtian Ch — (o 
hereby is meant Tbe Or 
preme God, the God f F caven ond Ken - 
| the God and Lord whom we Chriſtians 
to adore,” without confi fring . et her th: 
Words refer properly to Ms Sen or 
to the Fathers" It i8 l to be obſerved, 
that One of the Texts he here cites,” 18 
= no means ambiguous; Tir, 2, 13, The 
rious appearing of - the Great Go x For 
Te he had cited. the Whole tert, The glo- 
- pious appearing F the Great God, ani 
Saviour Feſus Chriſt D the Rea: Fi 
naturally have perceived That to be 


the true Senſe of it, Which 1 have farbe- 


ly explained above, ag. 85. 'Yet This 
Jan and Lule 1, 18, ere 4s" allo 
_hrgely explained above, Pag. 119) are 
the Only Two” among the — he Texts, 
wherein the word Go is mentioned at All. 


The reft have only the word Lord 1 in'them. 
And therefore he had not —— pps 
b 122. 10 ſay, The 60D at 


* D 
2 FE 7 -*% : 
2 Bobs * 5 * Ne 3 Fo E LIE» 
4s . 


rbeſe Texts Go. F 4 


2 = i 1 , i 
* Fx * N : þ $5.2 2 4 . 8 Þ 5 — q 
SOFITEL mon The 404 K 12 


*. 127. 00 OB. The ary 11 Is allowed, 


the very — of Fatlier there i is ſome- 
| thing of Eminence, which is not in That 
"Fam enen bome kues — Privy 2 


*% 


45 Him whom we ber TIC this poke per- | 
* fon: Jer | they are Both bur 812 and. the pag. 8, 
Sams, 2 aual Being. e e 
ANSW. This ( think) is an en xpreſs 
Conte Mön: Nor does the 89 ture a- 
ny where ſpeak of them as of Ou yo. the 
Same Individual Being. The Texts which 
mention the Binn of r Perlons, are in- 
1% has args y 1 deen proved a- 
| bove, page 144, 280, , 291, not to mean 
One and the Same 15 0 lil Being, 5 


52 
8 


on, beugt This Men nf d . 4 
© dua y „ Aiftine ot one another, BE. 

5 * CAUSE they are Finite Beings, Sc. 
ANSW. Two Men are individually a. 

thi Fro one another, not becauſe They 

are finite, not becauſe they are temporary, 
nor becauſe of any other C Pes whit 0- 
ever; but becauſe they” are Jod | 


follow that nothing can be en f fron 
„ becauſe his "Immenſry includes al 


S* 
2 


S, @ and his ans, . Erhalts all Diga 


ron? This Arguing, if it was juſt,” (as 
deed it is no Argument at all,) Would lea 
Kurber. Ha this! L Learned Ter er to 


* 
” 4 B*E 14 1 F 
+ 5 * x 2 8 K 3 
Ry » 4 175 7 vs * LY | 13'S * — 1 ; N * 
* x * 3 * * , 4 55 5 
a ; 2 2 EO 
& * 


5 a 7 OY „ i=, Th ns *. $2) 4 « 15 LE "1 N I 


LOR. : DOD. 2 * ; 
LE ; „* A 3% 5 8 b e F 3 


e's: Ne either i We 2 any Aifeperic page 12 
by * between us, concerning the proper Ho- 
„ n Tour 


7 
* 


o© "DE ec 


5 {Spe ard our Bas bocauſe all the 


their 2 — | 


for deſiring that ;theſe.: 


” without the Agar 


8 5 | | 2 >» X 
| . | , 1. ＋ as : : 
: is 4 3 + 4 Y 2 3 7 * 
4 ö 8 
7 p o df. Q: ory i 
% , 1 F . 4 1 x Y « 
* > 
* aly, 80 A8. WE. "take: | 


are an ex 
of the Whole 5 Ky a T 
Difference between. ne, $0 

Scripture for. 


preſſions, which he allows to cont 85 7 
the Forms of ſpeaking uſed upon this icons ; 


in, Scripture, were uniformly adhere 


7 
11401 


caſe, * N remaining Dip pute e 5 
us would THEN IND D be only about 
Metaphyſical Specularions, and by all means 
10 be! 10 8 0 5 oo as, an e 


SA * 2 


b 1 8 . 
Is. 12 1 A 
e 
f * * x . oh 4 
N 4: 3 8 5 8 W 1 * I * * 
PTR. fas : I | 8 3 43 þ 5 5 1 5 85 . 2 1 f * = 1 * 1 . — 
5 — WS 242 3 


. © That racer, 1 1 pat 

Ghoſt, are not three Names only, wes 

* agree : But that they: Would be. Three dif- 

: ferent Bein Tia 1 mr No Op 1 Ro 
ANSW. 


2 Zaren bh 


£ a 


is ng, 2 | hog £1 
, Domains 4 Ae, 5 


1 5 12 1 2 to „which oe 
belong. The Schoolmen haveendeavoure 

; to/ ind og 1 Ae He intermediate between 
Hein 247 'by means of what 
the oy mal. Production: And the 


V rle to this is unintelligible Term 
Art, (Sec, 4, cop. EN in order to main- 
al 25 pheation of the, Unity of G 
| ſuch: a; For, as can very hardly be 
reconciled petty his own. \Diſcourls in the 
no of that excellent Section PI 


en of one Perſon to 9 5 Jon" | 
ily ſuppoſes the two Perſons to de diſtinct. 
Bak now the Notion of internal Production, 

On in reality, mean nothing elſe but to de- 
ſtroy That k tinEneſs ; and conſequently K 
: ends i in an unavoidable Gontradiction. For 
if internal Froduction was meant only 1 in 


--*- oppoſition to being extrinſick © ro God, 


'That Senſe, tis manifeſt that internal Pro- 
Auction belongs. equally to All Beings what- 
dever; becauſe 7 Him All Things. have their 
Being: But if internal Production means 
eb a 8 as gives the thing produ- 
Ted nod inet Exift iftence of i its own; (which 
5 What ne Schgolmen aim at; YR "tis 
ſignifies a Produftion 'of Nothing, 
that, is, "No 777 5 1 See a remar- 


Ma, cited above, Þ Wo 175 158. Nei- . 
ther can it here rea aonably be alledged, 
that theſe Expreſſions are my{erious : For 
D 1 5 if God bioſelf had been, pleaſed o 
_ Tevaal any thing in fuch Words as, wwe could 
15 diſtinckly Underſtand, it we 14 indeed 
have been ery r22ſonable to believe firmly 

that thoſe. words had a diſtinct Meaning, 

5 though we apprehended it not: yet When 
Men invent Words, Whole Sig fication 
They themſelves cannot distinctly explain; 


it is then, on the other lide, 50 of reaſy- 


2 


2 2 


_nable 


Lo 


ich 


Eo 


: Being and Per ſon are e Terms; 
C though he oftentimes uſes the word, Per- 


nable to | belies that theſe words have rea * 
1 no fignification. at all. „ 


ON. c D Carte TE us, DOT pag: 12 1 


fon, 38 if they were not. 
ANSW. Dr Clarke: kde uſes the 


word, Perſon, as if intelligent Being and Per- 


on were not equivalent Terms. Ih That 
expreſſion, (which is the only one I can think 
of, to which this Learned Author may 

here poſſibly allude,) that the Son appeared 


under the Old Teſtament in the Perſon of - 


the Father; the meaning evidently is, that 


he appeared and ſpake, as e the 


* derived, make no manner of Di 


"4 


PE or any other metaphyſical 9 9 2 
but about Dominion and Authority ; which 
Alone is That which makes God to be God, 


A of the F ather. TOY „ 
ON. 8 The diode of ori rig ey page 13813 


rence in 
our Notion of Eternity. | 


ANSW. The Queſtion 118 about 


Gat the moral or religious ſenſe of the Word,) 
d up rep, Supreme over all. For Do- 
minion and Duty are Relatives between Him 
that Governs and them which . are governed. 
 Meraphyſu cal and Ab ſolure Qualities, may 
be Objects of Admiration; but relative Do- 
minion We is tlie E oundation of. Duty. 
5 Space 


1 


4 


* * 1 5 were 1 and 3 
ſtill it would not at all be/our Gad. And if 
any other Being dad any other Attributes 
whatſoever, vet fill 1fithad not 3 T 


mh FD Die. 


246 2 | 


over Us, Nether e e Wa Sib 2 owe 
iP, Ak. 8 3 


- 4 * the 2 i 3 a 0 Ts "AS: 8 85 
1 ae for. 13 f 25 5 Y * 1 I 15 ; to 1 T A © ir. 

5 i Fad * 0 | g 13 : 25 "25 | LEE 2 a. 5 
| EET 1 1.6 | 1 28 Th 


8 
ON. Eee ere 


made uſe of far the W this 
Doctrine; they may perhaps, in ſome Re- 


7 4 4 pects, be 1 IInprop 5 >] ad they OUGHT, 


© 2s much as may I to be aVoided. But | 


<if this be all oy Ds Manke aims at; to 


reduce the Dedrine of the Trinity within : 


« the bounds of Scripture, and.fo-hold*e- 


very body ſtrifly. to this Rule, ſol as not 


'< to allow them to add an 


y Words or Ex- 
preſſions of their on, or to draw 


W. any 


remote Conſequences from thoſe. of 8 


ture; why does he himſelf lay down ſuch 


N Propoſitions, and uſe ſuch Terms and 
Forms of ſpeaking, as are no where fo: be 
r in the Sacred * 1 * 


2 er . er Sn 5 
dor le Trinity, is ndt 25 50 4 of 

*Chriſt and his Apoſtles, declored Neceſſary 

q 1 thats etre v. r Clarke 
appears to be condemned for uſing im. pa. 137. 

4 el Exproſſitne,——atthe ns "= 

: * that he conde U — e Is we 


 ANSW. In explaining . Koide a 155 1 
wee not to uſe 9 Exprefſn 


ang) but then thoſe ues tural Epen . 


ard 10 be look d upon only 48 the private n | "3 
4 Wþiitons: of Men, * Are Fl | 93 D = 


Thority than what the weight of Rex 
"© den gives them. wg that is de _ 
f in this caſe 18. that as few e Ex- . 
"e//ions' 28 ible, be uſed in Creeds or in 
Loch orher Forms, as are ſuppoſed to have 
an Authority in determining Mens Opini- 
olls, diftin& from that: of 'm mere Reaſon-and 
Argument. The Inconveniences of which, 
Ard very largely and learnedly er forth by 
. Taylor, in his Liberty of Poe ing. 
and in his. Epiſtle. before it. God 
-rhatT mould ever defire any Eee 5 — 
Opimon of mine, fo far as the Exp re//tons HY 
ate unſeraptural, to be lookt 1 as 1 552 . 
Ju Doctrine. Nothing is Neceſſary, but 
. What God has made ſo: Nothing 18 Ne- -” 
= ceſſury; but what Chriſt. and his Apoſtles, un” 
have — their own * Men ought _ 
- to 


"$a 


oO *. 7 e * an 2 R 1 rn » 
2 * Rn s Ty bw, 9 FEA: "WF" We F yp 
9 e 8 oY: ” 7 7 

7 9 


: * 2 22 Jp * 75 8 5 3 
; : 
as PR 2 4 to #1 4 2 | . 


N 5 &# . Ix = 
a inde vour to.explain theſe. X P 
1 and Gthers; andi in ſuch 1 — 


lications there is no hurt in uſing (nay, 
en cannot but uſe) unſcriptural Feprelf IONS. 


But then all ſuch, Explications ought to 


de Jookt upon only as Humane Opinions, 


ag · 138. 


q * .. 
> - . 2 * FE . 
1 N. c 
* » 


not as of Aurbority to determine Mens Faith, 
but as Aſſiſtances to convince their Reaſon 


and Fudgment. And then all Controverſi 2 
would either ſoon be at an End; or (which 


* as Well,) would 4⁰ no hurt io. WT! f 
cere Chriſtian. e 5 


© OBY. © f thoſe th; Sen . * 
© Arians. firſt preſumed to introduce, are 
by * unjuſtifiable Phraſes ;—Why may we not 

© as well uſe the [contrary] poſitive Expreſſi- 
ons, as condemn the other; when, if the 
former be falſe, (and if they are not, 'they 


"IP 5 
* 4 „ 
1 


ſhould not be condemned,) the latter mult 
needs be true, as being direct 1 cContra- 
5 dictory to them 5 2s 
© __ANSW. Of two ae Propd- 
E755 one indeed muſt of neceſſity b be true, 
and the other falſe. But does it from | 


thence follow, that if a Mans affirming 
one thing be juſtly blameable, as being a 
_ Preſuming to be wiſe above what is written, 


and an iatruding into things which he hath 


not ſeen; therefore it will preſently be right 
and commendable to firm and impoſe the 


e ? Arc there not many caſes in * 
8 ture, 


FX 
volts 


ture, 8 it dae be preſumptuous to bo : 


det ermine with. too much affurance, on ei- 
ther fide of a Queſtion? and much! more 


2, By A to, e ſuch, Determinations "= 


2 : =» F 9 2 * 3 2 9 * ö 4 F : © 2 Be 4 wx 3 1 , 
8 1 2 = 


bs 405% £6 We may as e 8 to b. 1 


£ - lay, that Chriſt is, by an ineffable Com- 
mu ication of the Divine Nature, God; 
as that he is, by an ineffable Communi- 
= of Divine, Powers and . 
ANSW. There | is. This 7 be- 
tween the Two Manners of Expreſſjon ; 
that the latter is very clear and intelligible, 
the, former is very dark and ambiguous. 
For if by the Divine Nature be meant Di- 
vine Powers, Dominion and Dighity ; then 
they are only Two different wanners o 
_ expreſling One and the Same Thing. But | 
if by The Divine Nature be meant (as this 
Learned Author ſeems to underſtand it,) 
individually God him 51 then the Fathers 
cCommnicating the Divine Nature to the 
Son, is as much as to ſay, his commmni- 
cating HIMSELF bis individual Self] 
to the Son. Which, far from being an 
Erplication of Scripture, is on the con- 
trary. infinitely harder to underſtand, than 
b > thing 'v we meet . in Sap : 


70. 14. 


26. 9 | 


2 we have neither Precept nor 


„ 8 Pb 7 
„ * 7 . 1 * 
. EY oF $9,008 * . . 3 2 18 
4 555 1 
OE : 
. 2 
Saen $ 


« « the F ag et we ought to 1 2 
* WHAT . G he derived ; ma 
the SAME. or another, & c- 3 

ANSW. That is to ſay: We ought to 
explaiu whether Chriſt derived from the 
Father, THE FATHERS: Being, or his 


OWN Being. I could not have imagined 


that This was a Queſtion which 16 32 he 5 
any Explication. But this Learned Au- 
thor determines it (pag. 141, ) that the 
'Son's Being is the ſame with the Father's; 
that i is, that the Son's a is the Father's 


Being. Which, I acknow ot 18 at 4 
carinot und erſtand. 
OBF.. : That Chriſt | is 4 Sant God 


« with the Father, is a, plain Propoſition, 
© not embarraſſed with any Expreſſions. of 
difficult and dubious Meanin 1 
xample to 

* warrant us in the paying any kind or de- 
oor of Worſhip or Honour, upon a re- 
igious Account, to any o other Being what- 


* ſoever. ME. 


ANSW. That there i is but One God: and 
Whom the —_ * declare fol be 


H "4 EP 8 19 
> . 


ed Author's 0 be more plain, and leſs 


made us Kings and Prieſts to God and 
| bis Father, to Him be Glory and Domini- 
on for ever and ever : And ch. 5, 9, 
Thou waſt Slain, and haſt redeemed us to 
God by thy Blood, ——and haſt made us to 
our God Kings and P reſts :=——Worthy 2 


the Lamb that was ſlain :——Bleſſmg and 
| Honour be unto him that ſitseth upon 
the Throne, and unto the Lamb for ever 
and ever: And J ask, whether here be not 
a kind or degree of Worſhip, plainly paid to 
Chriſt upon à religious Account; which is 
different from the Worſhip paid to God the 
Father, and which cannot poſſibly be paid 
to God the Father, any more than the 
Worſhip of God the Father can be paid to 
the Lamb that was Slain ? £ FT 


BJ. © Hereticks will not be kept with- P49 142} 
* in the Rule of Scripture, by'a Cre Con- 
N 2 demnation 


2 * v- BY 8 yy 
— wo Mo , 
7 if - 
7 $ ; 


5 0 e we ith re 


gry will 
continue to uſe fuch unſcriptural Expreſs = 
© fons as are brought for the Defenſe of 
I their Errours, notwithſtanding their de⸗ 
© img required — thoſe in Power to forbear 
the Ie of t em. If Dr Clarke be of 
another Opinion, I wiſh, for our Con- 
1 viction, this Method were Now: taken ; 5 


4 


ANSw. 1am apiay' of Opinion, that 
whoſoever is not willing to forbear the. 
Uſe of "any unſcriptural Expreſſion, whatſo- 
ever, which happens at any Time to give 
Offenſe to the Church, and is barely \ 57 
bidaen” by his Superiours; is a very b 5 
Chriſtiar, And if This Mcthod on „ had 

always been taken on all ſides, Without 
iwpoling contrary unſcriptural Expreſſi ons ; 
Jam fully perſwaded it would have pre- 
vented numberleſs Controverſies in the 
Chriſtian World, and been of infinite Be- 
nefit to the Church. As to the words, He- 
retickt and Herefies, which (fince the firſt 
and pureſt Ages) have been ſo perpetually 
abuſed in an unſcripenral Senfe, to ſignify 
only Differences of Opinion, (though This 
Learned Author is indeed generally very 
Candid in forbraring uncliaritable Cen- 
ſures ;) I ſhall only add That wiſe Sen- 
- tence of the Learned and Pious -Y 


1 8 


8 1 in Ban a before his Liberty of 
9 . 5 
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upon This Subject, and laid them before 
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uk Third Volume of the MEMOIRS OF L I. 
I TERATURE for the Year. 1713; containing an 
Account of the Preſent State Learning, both at Home 
and Abroad, is oy compleat with an Index to it.. 
The Memoirs for Fanuary, February, and March, of this 
preſent Year. 1714; contain, beſides an Account of ſome 
Books publiſhed in England, and conſequently better known 
than foreign Books: I. An Account of Dr Vitringa's Com- 
mentary upon Iſaiab. II. An Account of ſome Diſſertations 
upon ſeveral Subjects relating ro Religion and Philology, by 
Mr Hewet, heretofore Biſhop of Auranches. III. A Letter 
written by a Profeſſor in the Univerſity of Alcala, concern- 
— * Method of Reading the Hebrew Tongue without 
nts. IV. An Account of Mr Baſnage's Critical Remarks 
upon the Republick of the Hebrews. V. An Account of 
| ee f Prague's. Trial. VI. An Account of a'Treatiſe 
of the Gout, containing an eaß and infallible, Method of 
curing it, tried - by the Author himſelf, who was afflifted 
with that Diſeaſe, VII. An Account ef ſome other foreign © 
Books, which. are omitted here. for, Brevity-ſake. VIII. 
Several Pieces of News relating ro Learning. © 
This laſt Article contains, the Projects of three ſeveral 
Works, to be publiſhed by Mr Chamberlaine,- Mr Diſney, - 
and another Engliſh Gentleman. 2. & ſhore Acute of 3 
the following Books. Philologia Biblica. Obſervariones Sa- 
cræ ad Evangelium Matchræi, by.Mr.,0learins.. A New Edi- 
tion ot Kepler's Works. Father Calmets Liceral Commen- 
tary upon the ' Proverbs, Ecelefiaftes,; the Song of Songs, 
and the Wiſdom' of Solomon, De Linguæ Latinæ in Germania 
per amplius XVII ſæcula fatis Commentarii. De Hypo- 
crift Gentilium circa cultum Deorum Sched iaſma Litera 
rium. 3. Several other new Things of the ſame Na- 
Theſe Memoirs, printed for the Author, may be had of 
the Bookſellers of London and Weſtminſter, and at the 
News- Shops at Femple-Bar and Charing-Croſs. | . 
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